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Sierra  Vista 
45  Cabernet  Way 
Placerville,  Ca.  95067 
January  2t  1977 


BaTF 

V/ ashin*?t on ,  D .  G . 
20226 

Gentlemen: 

your  nrooosai  for  an  .vi'y  se*tl  described  in  the  latest 
"./ines  and  Vines  sounds  interesting.  However  it  is 
possible  that  a  seal  of  only  one  design  could  mislead 
the  public  into  thinking  taole  wine  from  grape  region  5 
is  of  similar  quality  to  that  of  region  1.     v<e  know 
that  wine  from  the  same  type  of  grapes,  for  instance 
pinot  noir,  is  much  different  when  made  from  grapes 
grown,  in  these  two  diverse  regions. 

It  might  be  more  meaningful  if  each  r-cea  of  appellation 
or  viticultural  area  design  its  own  ^.TF  approved  seal. 
Then,  to  qualify  for  the  seal  a  wine  with  that  seal 
would  have  loo  percent  of  its  prapes  from  that  area 
designated  by  the  seal  on  the  bottle. 


Please  send  me  a  copy  of  the  proposed  regulations. 


Sincerely , 


John  K 


acCread3r 


Vinterra  Farm 


WINERY  AND  VINEYARD 

6505  STOKER  ROAD 
HOUSTON,  OHIO  45333 
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HOMER  KARL  AND  PHYLLIS  JEAN  MO 
P.O.  BOX  10,  PIQUA,  OHIO  45356 
(513)  773-1361 


January  4,  197  7 


Mr.   James  A.  Hunt 

Chief,   Research  and  Regulations  Branch 
Department  of  the  Treasury 
Bureau  of  Alcohol,   Tobacco  and  Firearms 
Washington,   D.C.  20226 

Reference:     R : R : R : CNB 
5120 

Dear  Mr .  Hunt : 

Thank  you  very  much  for  your  letter  of  December  2  2nd.  After 
reading  through  the  proposed  rules,   27  CFR  Part  4,   I  would 
say  that  the  general  concept,  which  I  take  to  be  the  improve- 
ment of  identification  of  American  wines,   is  significant  and 
should  be  of  value  to  the  industry. 

In  the  area  of  "estate  bottled"  wine  I  think  the  previous 
proposal  was  more  appropriate.     There  should  be  m  the  wine 
industry  something  proposed  especially  for  the  small  producer, 
which  at  the  same  time  does  not  restrict  any  producer  willing 
to  establish  an  operation  within  the  rules.     I  believe  the 
important  conditions  for  an  estate  bottled  label  should  be  the 
following: 

1.  The  winery  and  vineyards  should _ literally  be  an 
integral  estate  and  wine  producing  unit. 

2.  The  first  condition  being  met,  grapes  raised  within 
a  five  (5)  mile  radius  of  the  winery  may  also  be 
used  as  grapes  produced  by  the  estate.      (Legal  con- 
trol of  producing  vineyards  should  not  be  required.) 


-'k  Mr.  James  A.  Hunt 
January  4,  19  77 


3.  The  wine  must  be  produced  under  the  direct  supervision 
of  the  owner  or  the  proprietor. 

4.  "Estate  bottled  by  -  "  should  appear  or:  The  lab^l  in 
place  of  produced  and  bottled  by. 

I  hope  this  suggestion  will  provoke  some  thought  toward  ^stablishi 
rules  that  will  give  the  small  producer  a  qualification  he  can  ' 
achieve,  and  the  large  producer  a  limited  label. 


lL~-  It  Ik 

/N/Horner  K.  >£r.roi 
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Arthur  Morris 

7307  N.  Karlov  Avenue 
LmcoLNWoon,  In..,  60646 


January  10,  1977 
Director 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco,  and  Firearms 
Washington,  D.C.  20226 

Re:  27  CPR  Part  4 

WINE:  Proposed  Definitions  for 
Appellation  of  Origin 
Viticultural  "Area." 
Estate  Bottled 

Dear  Sir: 

I  have  just  finished  reading  the  above  proposed  rules,  and 
I  must  say  to  you:  "Congratulations".  It  is  high  time  that 
we  did  away  with  some  of  our  sloppy  regulations,  and 
adopted  new  onc3  which  would  give  the  consumer  more 
information,  more  value,  and  a  better  look  at  the  item 
being  purchased.  Such  regulations,  too,  would  eventually 
result  in  higher  quality  standards  for  the  industry. 

As  one  who  teaches  a  course  on  "Wines"  (  at  Monacep,  the 
coordinating  adult  education  program  in  Chicago  suburban 
schools),  as  a  retailer  in  the  wine  business,  and  as  a 
lawyer,  I  would  like  to  make  two  observations. 

1.  The  proposal  to  establish  a  category  of  wine  known  as 
"ATP  seal"  has  merit.  May  I  object,  however,   simoly  to  the 
use  of  the  term  "ATP"  wine.  I  am  thinking  of  a  consumer 
walking  into  a  retail  store  and  asking:  "What  does  ATP 
mean?"  The  answer:  Alcohol,  Tobacco,  and  Firearms.  The 
name  has  no  relationship,  and"  conveys  no  understanding 
of  the  purpose  of  the  regulation.  Prom  a  3ales  standpoint, 
Alcohol,  Tobacco,  and  Firearms  on  a  bottle  of  wine  gives 
no  imolication  of  control  to  a  consumer,  and  certainly 
is  a  misleading  phrase  for  any  bottle  of  wine.  Even  the 
connotation  is  bad.  Would  it  not  bo  better  for  the  ATP 
Bureau  to  call  the  seal  something  like  USGR  seal 
(United  States  Government  Regulation)  or  FWLC  (Federal 
Wine  Labelling  Control),  or  FWSC  (Federal  ^ine  Standards 
Control).  Moreover,  supposing  the  bureau  Is  reorganized, 
and  the  name  changed.  Does  that  mean  ATP  seals  get 
changed  to  different  letters,  and  the  public  has  to  learn 
to  identify  with  a  new  seal?    From  a  standpoint  of 
consumerism,  sales,  romanticism,  give  us  letters  on  a 


Arthur  Morris 

7307  N.  Kaiilov  Avende 
Lincolnwood,  III.,  60646 


seal  that  the  public  will  accept  as  being  related  to 
wine,  and  of  a  durable  nature. 

2.  There  is  another  phase  of  labelling  that  needs  attention. 
You  would  be  surprised  how  many  people  would  like  to  know 
whether  a  wine  is  sweet  or  dry  by  reading  the  label.  First 
there  are  those  who  wish  to  know  this  fact  as  an  aid  to 
buying.  Secondly,  there  are  those  who  wish  to  limit  their 
sugar  intake,  and  for  medical  reasons  must  have  this 
information.  People  on  a  diet  would  like  to  know  the 
sugar  content.  Since  we  have  a  system  :of  generic  labelling, 
and  each  winery  fills  the  bottle  with  one  or  more  varieties 
of  wine  as  desired,  and  one  winery  may  differ  from  another, 
the  consumer  has  no  way  of  ascertaining  sugar  content.  F.ven 
varietals  of  the  same  name  may  have  differing  sugar  content. 
Yet,  for  thousands  of  people,  this  is  knowledge  they  are 
entitled  to.  Students  in  my  classes,  and  customers  in  my 
store,  fail  to  understand  why  they  cannot  obtain  this 
information 

Sincerely, 


ARTHUR  MORRIS 
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14713  RIOO*  ROAD 
NORTH  ROYALTQN,  OHIO  44133 
(216)  337  8DDQ 
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Mr.  Rex  Davis,  Director 
Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms 
Department  of  the  Treasury 
Washington  D.C.  20226 


Dear  Mr.  Davis:  '  - 

I  am  writing  to  make  two  principle  comments  on  the  new  BATF 
proposed  wine  labeling  regulations  which  particularly  concern 
Tualatin  Vineyards.     To  briefly  identify  ourselves,  Tualatin 
Vineyards  is  a  small  quality  winery  in  Oregon,  west  of  Portland 
in  the  Willamette  Valley. 

I  should  say  at  the  outset  that  we  at  Tualatin  and  the  Oregon 
I  wine  industry,  albeit  rather  small  and  young,  are  in  favor  of 

improving  standards  for  wine  quality  and  having  labels  be  more 
■!  accurate  and  informative.     In  fact,  at  the  present  time,  the 

Oregon  Liquor  Control  Commission  is  considering  recommendations 
from  the  Oregon  Winegrowers  Council  to  that  end  for  Oregon  pro- 
duced wines,  such  recommendations  being  even  more  stringent  than 
those  being  proposed  by  the  BATF. 

The  first  comment  concerns  the  need  for  a  new  regional 
viticultural  area  in  the  Northwest  that  transcends  state  lines, 
e.g.,  Pacific  Northwest  or  Columbia  River  Basin  or  Valley. 
Oregon  wineries  purchase  some  of  their  grape  requirements  from 
vineyards  along  the  Columbia  River  and  in  the  Yakima  Valley  of 
neighboring  Washington  state.     Because  the  grapes  cross  a  state 
line,  even  though  it  is  still  within  the  same  general  viticultural 
region,  wines  made  from  these  grapes  can  carry  neither  a  vintage 
date  nor  an  appellation  of  origin  more  specific  than  American. 
.  Clearly  this  practice  denies  the  consumer  relevant  information 
about  the  wine,  puts  wineries  and  vineyards  from  the  area  at  a 
disadvantage  in  the  market  place  and  seems  inconsistent  with  the 
intent  of  the  proposed  labeling  regulations.     We  have  tried  to 
remedy  this  predicament  to  some  degree  by  using  an  informative 
side  label,  an  example  of  which  is  enclosed.     While  we  speak  only 
for  ourselves,  it  is  safe  to  say  certainly  a  vast  majority  of  the 
growers  and  wineries  in  the  Pacific  Northwest  are  in  agreement 
on  the  need  for  a  common  viticultural  area  or  some  other  solution 
to  eliminate  the  present  situation. 


.    The  second  point  concerns  geographic  winery  names.  While 
not  an  appellation  of  origin,  nor  likely  to  ever  be  one,  Tualatin 
is  a  geographic  name,  though  few  people  outside  the  Portland  area 
have  probably  ever  heard  of  it.     The  name  is  very  important  to 
us,  however,  and  we  have  spent  a  lot  of  time,  effort  and  money 
establishing  it  and  our  label  in  the  market  place.     We  strongly 
feel  that  it  would  hurt  us  severely  to  change  our  name  or  be  forced 
to  qualify  it  with  an  awkward  commercial  word  like  brand.  I 
know  there  are  a  number  of  other  wineries  in  a  like  situation 
who  feel  the  same  way.     One  solution  might  be  that  if  the  geographic 
name  is  not  an  appellation  of  origin  to  just  let  it  be.  Another 
might  be  some  other  brand  or  trade  mark  identification  or  indication 
which  is  not  as  bold  or  offensive  as  that  suggested,  if  one  is 
really  needed  at  all.  .  y 

Wa*nEklan»  to-*be-.present_atL-Xhe^hearings^in-,.San_.Francisco  in 
February  and  would-welcome-an-opportunity- to--. tec  ciry,..or~ otherwise 
present-.our -views™  on^-the^above- points  and  the  labeling  proposals 
in  general  on  our  own  behalf  or  as  a  possible  representative  of 
the  Oregon  wine  industry.     We  look  forward  to  seeing  you  then. 


Sincerely  yours, 


William  H.  Malkmus 
President 


WHM/sr 
Enclosure 


WINE  UNMliUIC 

'   "  |65  POST  STREET  •  SAN  FRANCISCO.  CALIFORNIA  94108 

TELEPHONE  415/986-0878  f  C/ 

POSITION    PAPER  January  17,  1977 

Relating  To  Vine  Standards 

A  strengthening  of  vine  regulations  and  standards  in  the  U.S.  will  be  proposed 
by  Wine  Institute  to  ATF  at  its  February  public  hearings.    The  220-member  trade  asso- 
ciation of  California  vintners  is  recommending  a  move  from  a  51  per  cent  minimum 
varietal  content  required  by  Federal  regulations  to  75  per  cent,  VI  president  John 
De  Luc a  said. 

Simultaneously,  the  qualifying  geographical  origin  requirements  of  the  varietal 
contents  would  also  be  increased  to  75  per  cent ,  De  Luca  said.    This  is  not  only  a 
50  per  cent  increase  in  varietal  content ,  but  combined  with  other  Institute  recommen- 
dations, should  substantially  improve  U.S.  vine  standards  within  a  reasonable  phase-in 
period.     California  regulations  are  more  strict  than  Federal. 
£  '  De  Luca  praised  ATF  for  proposing  to  strengthen  wine  standards  on  a  national  basis. 
"Director  Rex  Davis  pointed  out  that  there  is  a  consumer  interest  involved,"  De  Luca 
said,  "and  we  are  moving  strongly  to  meet  that  interest  vith  benefits  to  consumers, 

growers  and  vintners." 

Vine  Institute's  position  resulted  from  intensive  membership  study  and  a  total 
reevaluation  of  the  regulatory  framework.    The  recommendations  of  the  Lavs  and  Regu- 
lations Committee,  vhich  represents  all  elements  of  the  vintner  association,  vere 
unanimously  accepted  by  Vine  Institute's  leadership. 

VI  will  also  propose  that  appellation  of  origin  vine  (U.S.,  state  or  county  as 
defined  by  ATF)  and  viticultural  area  vine  also  be  required  to  meet  the  75  per  cent 
test.    Vines  bearing  a  vineyard  designation  vould  be  required  to  be  95  per  cent  grovn 
in  that  vineyard,  and  mintage  vines  vould  have  to  be  95  per  cent  from  that  year. 

'    "The  California  vine  industry  is  unanimous  in  its  opposition  to  a  government  seal 
""on  vines  because  such  an  official  mark  vould  lead  to  the  unjustified  inference  of  govern 
*ent  approval  of  a  higher  quality  vine,"  De  Luca  said.     "We  know  that  is  not  ATF  in- 
tonMon.  >.u+.  „rP^Vt.Mv  t.W.  iR  hov  a  seal  vill  be  understood  by  the  buying  public." 


"There  has  to  he  a  balance  between  what  the  winegrower  can  provide  and  the  cost  and 
,.      tical  advaritage  to  consumers,"  De  Luc  a  said.     'Vine  Institute  has  gone  further  than 
dr.,o;,c.  expected  because  new  vineyard,  coming  into  bearing  will  allow  us  to  meet  American, 
desire  for  wines  with  higher  varietal  content." 


Geographical  and 
vineyard  names 


Additional  label 
information 


Appellation  of 
origin 


Viticultural  area 


Vintage  wine 


Wine  Institute  has  recommended  that  a  label  bearing  "vineyard" 
or  "vineyards"  be  required  to  include  either  a  trademark  desig 
nation  or  the  word  "brand",  unless  the  vineyard  is  used  as  a 
qualified  area  designation;  with  certain  minor  exceptions. 

-  Wine  Institute  proposes  that  all  information  relating  to 
the  character  and  cellar  treatment  of  the  wine  be  allowed 
on  the  front  or  back  label  as  long  as  such  information  is 
accurate,  truthful  and  specific.    For  example,  "Aged  for 
two  years  in  American  oak"  would  be  permitted.     In  varietal 
vines,  the  predominant  grape  variety  percentage,  if  over  75 
per  cent,  could  be  shown. 

Wine  Institute  supports  ATF's  position  requiring  that  at 
least  75  per  cent  of  an  appellation  wine  be  derived  frcm  the 
stated  appellation.     In  domestic  appellations,  which  refer  to 
the  U.S. ,  states  and  counties,  WT  proposes  the  use  of  more 
than  one  county  if  all  counties  are  named. 

Wine  Institute  supports  ATF's  proposal  regarding  viticultural 
areas,  with  the  exception  that  the  75  per  cent  rule  relating 
to  variety  and  appellation  should  apply  to  all  wines,  inclu- 
ding vintage  vines  from  such  areas. 

Wine  Institute  supports  the  present  requirement  that  vintage 
vine  derive  at  least  95  per  cent  of  its  volume  from  grapes 
grown  in  the  designated  year. 


Latinc 


Vine  Institute  wants  to  strengthen  the  ATF  proposal  relating 
to  vineyard  practices  for  estate  bottled  vines,  to  require 
that  the  "bottling  vintner  actually  perform  all  the  acts 
common  to  viticulture  rather  than,  as  ATF  has  proposed, 
simply  having  the  legal  right  to  perform  such  acts.  Wine 
Institute  proposes  a  95  per  cent  qualification,  and  would 
allow  wine  from  more  than  one  area  if  the  winery  owned  or 
•  controlled  the  vineyard  under  the  stricter  viticultural 
qualification,  provided  the  area  in  which  the  grapes  were 
grown  is  shown  on  the  label. 

Institute  opposes  a  proposed  rule  requiring  the  month  and  year 
of  bottle  fill  for  certain  wine  labels,  preferring  that  tnis 
remain  optional  as  at  present.     Changing  variables  in  winery 
operations  make  this  rale  unworkable  and  it  would  further 
result  in  expensive  and  unwarranted,  multiplicity  of  labels. 
Wine  Institute  proposes  that  ATF  continue  to  recognize  all 
currently  approved  appellations  of  origin  or  viticultural 
areas  which  do  not  correspond  to  county  names,  provided  that 
they  can  be  defined  by  recognizable  geophysical  or  geopolitical 
boundaries;  as  well  as  product  names  with  geographical  signi- 
ficance currently  in  use  if  qualified  by  "brand"  or  trademark 
designation. 

Because  of  the  geographical  and  varietal  requirements  of  the 
new  regulations,  additional  plantings  and  production- projections 
will  be  required.    Wine  Institute  is  suggesting  as  a  reason- 
able  phase-in  period  that  the  regulations-  become  mandatory  on 
January  1  of  the  fifth  year  followingJtheir  adoption. 
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A.    Scgl  ' 

To  ,o      record  -In  opposition  to  ATF's  proposal  to  debate  certain  ^ 
wines  «  "seal  wines";  -'" 
%.    ?.otr.l5  Cats 
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script,  f/po  or  printing  tbcreen  rasy  be  smaller  then  8-potnt 
type  if  it  is  readily  legible  under- ordinary  conei  viens 
in  e  brand  n$r.-3  designated  as  3  tradesman;  on  tnc  label,  \*i  f, 
g  breed  r,c3  which  i=  not  recognized  as  an  oppsllau.on  c««- 
oin  or  e  vitlcultorol  area;  (5)  in  *  brand  nase 
words  "vineyard"  or  "vineyards"  provided  that  not  icss  „f;»n 
percent  of  the  sra&es  from  which  the  wine  is  n»ds  wore  s«f« 
within  the  confines  of  the  recognized  vineyereor  v-incysrvs; 
or  (6)  in  o  trade  or  corporets  nas».   Other  desrps, 
or  representations  which  indicate  or  infer  an  origin  Owner  tbsn 
the  true  place  of. origin  of  the  wins  ire  prohibited. 

P,    ffijiffin*}  Infcrr.stion  on  Labels 

To  proper  ending  present  section  4.28(f)  to  P^*/^^"fr*^ 

•     Labels  r.sy  contain  intonation  regarding  the  contents  of  the 
bottle  end  the  character  and  cellar  treatment      ths  wine  con-  o 
tained  tharcin  provided  such  infonratiw  is  accural,  vrou„o, 
and  soscific-   Statements  which  contain  references  to  spe....c 
Srmttw  of  the  grapes  nr-««ier-trvrt?  uMd  to  produce  tne  wine 
•  Jsust  be  substantiated  by  records  and  cast  be  accurate  w:U.in  a 
tolerance  of  plus  or  sinus  2  percent   except  that  yo  /*«^e 
shall  he  slic«ed  for  any  representation  i»>at  tw  w.ne  de.nes 
its  VO-IU2H  fro*  IOC?  of  a  specific  Qr«R6»««^^f--^r"  '"s 
psresraph  shell  ba  construed  to  authorize .sp*"}"  s,.«t*.*n*5 
Saclodifto.  but  not  lifted  to.  the  following:    (0  ff'^ 
percentages ; .{2)  vineyard     viticulture.!  area    end  appenae.ci. 
.       ft  orinin  (3)  cellar  treatments  inching  JP«  f 

KtttCPBits  wanSno  acin*:  and  (a)  in  varietal  wines  rete^en^ 
to  the  pcrccfttose  of  the  predonir.r.nt  gropf  fl™P«  «^^»  • 
contained  in  s^ch  varietal  wine,  which  shoil  be  asl^.w.^t 
the  necessity  of  naming  all  orcpes  -s^e^n~^*^t-usee  m  tne 
production  of  such  varietal  wine.       '  . 

(PStei    The  adoption  of  Clause  (3)  shove  would  require  the  deletion  of  sob- 
Son   *M(J  '(41  which  presently  restricts  references  to  stor.ee  or  agnj  , 
tPtSerir; £fc«»cw         *ay  appear  "only  in  in  >nco nspieoous  «n«r 
then  only  on  hack  labels  or  other  flatter  accompanying  the  container 

To  spend  Section  4.23  to  increase  the  tfiaiwm  percentage  for  varietal 
wir.es  free  51  percent  to  70  percent:  provided  that  the  wmBw  qva..T£«g  / 
LJSnt**"*  f7l  ecrccnt)  of  the  varietal  crapes  must  nave  been  pros*  w. ».:,,;» 
Si  wflatlilf  orioin,  viti cultural  area  or  vineyard  indicate*  on  the 
label. 
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f .    flprellatior;  Of  Qrio-jn 


To  support  ATF's  proposed  a^nd;r.2nt  to  section  4.25  requiring  that  at 
least  75  percent  -of  the  volume  of  a  wine  labeled  with  an  appellation  of 
origin  be  derived'  fro?,  the  stated  appellation; 

To  erwnd  ATF's  proposed  a-c-ndncnt  to  section  4.25  to  psrait  ffiulti- 
county  a Dpe llations  of  origin  as  follov.'s:  ,  ■ 

(a)(1)    Domestically,  an  appslUtion  of  origin  refers  to  the  ^Jv^v-  L 
United  States,  u  state,  county  or  counties,    in  the  two  latter  ,  ^-j- 
cases,  the  word  "county"  or  "counties"  rcust  appear  in  conjunc- 
tion with  the  na^2  of  the  county  or -counties.  /I'-/  ^ 

2-    Viti  cultural  Area 

To  support  ATF's  proposed  new  section  4.25a  regarding  viticulture)  areas, 
with  the  exception,  elaborated  ho  low  under  "Vint see  Wine",  that  when  a  vintage  y 
vine  bears  a  viticulture!  area  designation  only  75  percent  (rotner  than  25    ^  ^ 
percent)  of  its  voiune  most  be  derived  fro;:;  grapes  grown  in  that  viti cultural 
area.  ■ 

\ 

is.   TXisti^  Place  j«aj2? j? 

To  add  new  section  4.35a  which  would  grandfather  approved  place  na^es 
substantially  as  follows: 

All  appellations  of  origin  or  viti  cultural  areas  which  do  .  ' 

not  correspond  to' county  naraas  and  which  are  approved  for  ^     t  v 

'    use  on  a  laael  on  the  effective  date  of  these  amendments  ^v>*xvv^~ 
shall  continue  to  be  approved  provided  such  areas  can  be  VJo-tO>.... 
defined  by  recognizable  geophysical  or  geopolitical  boon-  (j 
deries. 

1 .    Vineyard  Uncling 

To  s-e.od  proposed  section  4.23  to  provide  that  any  wine  bearing  a  vineyard 
designation  must'  be  derived  frca  graces  gg  percent  of  which  are  grown  in  the 
stated  vineyard; 

To  ar.-.end  proposed  section  -'.28  to  provide  that  in  lieu  of  a  narrative  or 
graphic  description,  a  vineyard  s;ay  he  described  on  a  label  by  stating  the 
county  or  viticultural  area  in  which  the  vineyard  is  located. 


o .    Vint  a  ea  Wine 

To  amend  proposed  section  4.25b  to  provide  that  vintage  v;inc  must  derive  at 
least  75  percent  of  its  volui.::  frcci  crapes  grown  within  the  appellation  of 
origin  or  viticulture:!  area  indicated  on  the  label,  provided  that  lOD  percent 
of  the  wine  is  derived  freu  grapes  grown  within  the  state  in  wnich  the  appella- 
tion of  origin  or  viti cultural  area  is  located  (present  regulations  require 


£:;:cutivl  co?s:itt££  .       . "  I 
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that  vintage  wine  derive  95  percent  of  its  volua  from  grapes  grown  in  the 
designated  area) ;  ; 

m  * 

To  support  the  present  requirement  in  section  4.21(h)  that  vintage  wine 
da  rive  at  Isast  35  percent  of  its  vol  use  frcta  grapes  grown  in  the  uesignated 
year. 

K.   Estate  Cottled  Mine 

To  amend  proposed  section  4.29  to  provide  substantially  as  follows: 
Section  4.23  Estate  Bottled, 

(a)  Mine  ®?y  be  labeled  "Estate  Sot tied"  if  it  is  produced  by  the 
bottling  winery,  95  percent  free,  grapes  grew?  within  a  county  or  counties , 
viticulture!  area  or  areas,  or  vineyard  or  vineyards,  on  property  cwneo 
or  controlled  by  the  bottling  winery.    In  addition,  the  bottling  vinery 
Vr-st  i>9  located  within  the  sa.r.e  state  where  the  grapes  wore  grcftflu-o** 
~&e  county  or  counties,  vltt  cultural  area  or  areas,  or  vineyard  or  vine- 

yards  where  the  grapes  wore  grown  must  be  stated  on  the  label. 

(b)  In  the  case  of  a  cooperative  winery,  the  tern  "owned  or  controlled 
by  the  bottling  winery"  shall  include  property  owned  or  controlled  oy 
cioisbers  of  the  cooperative. 

(c*    For  purposes  of  this  section,  "controlled  by"  refers  to  property 
on  which  the' bottling  winery  has  perforated  all  of  the  acts  comaon  to 
viticulture. 


L.    Product  Nar.es 


To  add  new  subsection  4.39(k)  to  provide  substantially  as  follows: 

Product  oases  with  geographical  significance,  i??ravtn\  and  in  use 
on  the  effective  date  of  these  regulations,  may  continue  to  be  used 
■     (11  if  cualifieo  bv  the  word  "brand"  on  the  line  directly  be  lev*  the 
Stated  nsre  in  readily  legible  script,  type  or  printing  not  smaller 
than  8-polnt  type,  except  that  in  the  case  of  labels  or  containers 
having  a  capacity  of  less  than  one-half  pint,  such  script,  type  or 
printing  thereon  way  he  smaller  than  8-point  type  ir  it  is  readily 
legible  under  ordinary  conditions,  or  (2)  if  designated  ss  a  trade- 
mark on  the  label;  provided  that  the  label  bear  an  approved  cias* 
and  type  designation  pursuant  to  section  4.32. 

A  brief  sugary  of  several  of  these  proposals,  in  chart  for*,  is  attached  to 
this  report  for  your  convenience.  ,,yy~gjesd£ga-C-* 
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phase-in  period 

All  wines  produced  on  or  after  January  1st  following  the  fifth  full 
year  after  the  effective  date  of  these  regulations  must  conform  to 
the  requirements  of  these    regulations  as  amended  and  any  wines 
produced  before  that  time  may  be  bottled  cither  in  accordance  with 
the. old  regulations    or  the  new  regulations,  whichever  they  comply 
with . 


vuaworma  ^lanii  vUoast  U&raps  MDrofoi> 

An  Association  of  Growers  in  the  North  Coast  Counties  of  Napa,  Sonoma  and  Mendocino      .  / 
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SOUTH    STATE  STREET 
CALIFORNIA    95482  • 


•  P.O.  BOX  205 
(707)  462-1361 


January  21,   197  7 

■ 

Mr.  Rex  Davis,  Director 
Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  &  Firearms 
Department  of  the  Treasury 
Washington,  D.  C.  20226 

Dear  Mr.  Davis: 

This  letter  is  to  be  considered  as  written  testimony  for 
the  record  of  hearings  on  February  8-10.     It  is  the  offi- 
cial position  of  the  California  North  Coast  Grape  Growers, 
an  association  representing  the  majority  of  independent 
growers  in  the  North  Coast  region  of  Napa,   Sonoma  and 
Mendocino  counties. 

We  believe  the  Bureau  is  moving  in  the  right  direction 
toward  establishing  more  consistent  and  authoritative 
regulations  for  the  labeling  of  fine  wines  which  certain 
regions  in  the  U.   S.   are  capable  of  producing. 

Consumers  are  sensitive  to,   and  very  much  aware  of  "truth 
in  labeling"  of  all  food  products  these  days,   and  your  Bur- 
eau is  an  exceptional  agency  because  of  the  efforts  you 
make  to  protect  the  consumers'   best  interests  in  wine 
labeling.     The  patient  attitude  and  orderly  manner  shown 
in  conducting  these  hearings  as  you  seek  out  ideas  from 
all  interested  parties  is  very  commendable.     It-clear ly  dem- 
onstrates to  us  that  the  Bureau  is  very  capable  of  making 
equitable  decisions  in  matters  of  appellation  and  the 
closely  related  subject  of  estate  bottling  so  that  such 
terms  will  retain  the  highest  possible  credibility  to  the 
consumer. 

We  believe  the  Bureau  has  wisely  chosen  new  guidelines  to 
follow  in  their  consideration  and  formulation  of  new  regu- 
lations;  namely,  to  advise  the  consumer  adequately  on  the 
origin,  variety  and  vintage  of  wine  they  purchase. 

In  the  areas  of  variety  and  vintage,  we  believe  the  percent- 
age figures  for  Viticulture  Areas  proposed  by  the  Bureau 
are  highly  essential  toward  enhancing  the  credibility  of 


Jtfortl]  (Eoasi  (Srapes  produce  (California's  finest  pUttes 


CONSUMERS  KNOW  AND  WILL  ACCEPT  NO  SUBSTITUTE 


Mr.  Rex  Davis,  Director,  BATF ,  Washington 
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American  wines,  both  to  the  consumers  at  home  and  abroad. 
We  concur  with  these  recommendations. 

However,  we  believe  it  will  be  confusing  to  the  consumers 
if  Appellation  of  Origin  for  county, or  counties,  does  not 
have  the  same  percentage  regulations  as  for  viticulture 
areas.     Therefore,  we  respectfully  recommend  the  Bureau 
give  this  matter  more  consideration. 

Speaking  to  the  responsibilities  for  advising  the  consumer 
adequately  on  the  origin  of  wine  they  purchase,  formal 
recognition  of  Viticulture  Area  and  local  Appellation  of 
Origin  are  very  important.     This  association  wants  to  em- 
phasize and  recommend  that  the  Bureau  provide  for  a  complete 

gathering  of  the  facts  and  evidence  from  which  the  Bureau 
can  make  a  judgment  without  the  help  of  special  interest 
committees  controlling  what  to  do.     Comments  and  recommenda- 
tions from  vintners,  growers,  consumers,  the  State  University 
Department  of  Viticulture  and  the  local  agricultural  commis- 
sioners -  all  within  the  area  being  considered  -  should 
provide  more  than  cdequate  information  to  the  Bureau  on 
which  to  justify  their  decision  as  to  whether  or  not  an 
appellation  should  be  granted. 

It  is  our  position  that  these  five  categories  are  fundamental 
in  the  approach  to  determining  the  regulations  you  will  be 
making;   and,  most  important,  provides  for  all  the  parties  to 
be  heard  who  also  have  responsibilities  in  keeping  an  area 
of  appellation  a  viable  and  creditable  entity,  once  it  has 
been  formally  established. 

In  all  this  process,  of  course,  it  should  be  recognized  that 
proponents  of  an  area  may  have  an  adversary  in  an  adjacent 
area  that  wants  to  be  included  within  the  area  being  proposed. 
The  Bureau  should  have  the  same  responsibility  to  consider 
such  testimony  and  make  a  finding  of  fact  to  determine  the 
validity  of  the  adversary's  request. 


Respectfully  submitted, 


CALIFORNIA  NORTH  COAST 
^.  GRAPE  GROWERS 


Ernest  E.  B 
Secretary 


EEB :ds 


The  Church  of  God 


CAR L  O'BEIRN 

MINISTER 


P.O.  BOX  81224 
CLEVELAND,  OHIO  44181 
273-1438  /  273-1030 


Dear  Mr.  Davis: 


January  26,  1977 


Having  noted  the  Bureau  is  interested  in  comments  from  the  public 
on  wine  labeling,  we  would  like  to  suggest  regulations  be  imposed  which 
would  require  vinters  to  list  "ingredients"  and  "filtering  materials"  used 
in  the  production  of  their  products,  and  also  note  whether  it  is  "pasturized" 
or  not. 

We  are  concerned  about  this  both  from  the  point  of  view  of  wine 
for  sacramental  purposes  which  should  not  be  ameliorated,  but  also  wines 
for  home  use  which  are  produced  by  natural  methods  and  are  not  contaminated 
with  asbestos  particles  and  the  like. 

Studying  the  wines  at  our  disposal  in  supermarkets  and  beverage 
stores  today  gives  us  the  impression  that  much  of  what  we  consume  has 
only  remote  resemblance  to  the  wine  of  the  Bible,  of  which  Paul  advised 
Timothy,  "Drink  no  longer  water,  but  use  a  little  wine  for  thy  stomach's 
sake  and  thine  often  infirmities,"  I  Tim.  5.23. 

We  do  believe  in  the  temperate  consumption  of  wholesome  alcoholic  bev- 
erages as  the  Bible  teaches,  and  do  feel  as  though  there  does  need  to  be 
some  federal  legislation  to  help  us  in  the  purchase  of  alcoholic  beverages 
of  wholesome  quality. 

We  would  appreciate  hearing  from  you  in  this  matter  as  to  what  you 
would  advise. 


Sincerely, 


P.O.Box  5b~z> 
De  3ary,  Fla.  52715 
Jan.  27,  1977 

Mr.  Rex  D. Davis 
Director,     Bureau  of  Alcohol 
Tobacco  and  firearms 
Washington,  D.C.  20226 

Dear  Mr.  Davis; 

Thank  you  for  forwarding  to  us  a  copy  of  the  Wine  Seal 
proposal  on  "  Appellation  of  Origin",  Viticultural  Area",  and 
"Estate  Bottled",  along  with  the  need  for  truth  in  the  labeling 
of  all  wine  products. 

The  Florida  Grape  Growers  Associatin    had  their  winter 
meeting  January  22nd  iuat  past.     A  summery  of  the  proposal  was 
presented  to  the  assembly.     A  unanimous  vote  was  taken  to  back 
the  proposal  1003  as  it  is  written.     They  would  like  to  be  so 
recorded  for  the  hearing  ccmeing  up  February    24,25  1977  and 

instructed  ms  to  so  inform  vou.     If  there  is  any  other  person, 
or  office,   or  authority  we  should  contact  to  present  cur  views 
in  favor  of  the  proposal,  please  let  us  know. 


Jose  and  Uleen  Alvarez,  and  -.he  en- ire  Florida  Grape  Growers 
Association. 


4505  Maiiu  Trail 
Placerville,  California  95667 
January  28,  I977 


Departnsat  of  the  Treasury 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  aaa  Jirearaa 

Washington,  D.  C.  20226 

Reference*    Kew  and  Proposed  Wine  Regulations 
Dsar  Sirs 

I  waat  to  protest  the  proposed  rulings  »J*  "Brand",  "SSal"  ,  and  the  new 
viticulture  deaignati»n. 

1)  "Brand"  in  a  label  can  ia  no  way  ioprove  the  coaaumers  knowledge  of  what 
is  ia  that  bottlo.    We  ail  ka»w  that  eaah  coapaay  ia  a  "brand*  like  B2I  Monte 
etc.,  etc.    Tbe  use  ef  the  word  "brand"  can  serve  ns  useful  purpose  either 
for  the  edification  of  the  consumer  or  to  the  winery. 

2)  X  "seal"  ©a  win©  b»ttlea  rserely  looks  like  the  governs***  ia  pattisg  its 
etaiap  of  approval  »a  cartaia  beetle*  of  win©.    Coaaumera  are  going  to  give  s.p.y 
"seal"  o»  a  p»ttle  as  a  g»ver;wa«at  eadwseaeat ,  just  like  they  a»  the  seal  of 
approval  »f  G»»d  Haasekeepiag  which  denotes  good  quality.    Your  seal  haa  11a 
relatiaa  to  quality  or  anything  els*  »f  uaa  to  either  the  producer  or  the 
c»BSUffior.    So  why  have  it? 

3)  And  your  viticultural  area  designation  is  complicated  and  not  very  well 
described.    Haw  caa  we  fuixy  agree  if  we  caa't  una e rat and?    Haw  ever,  I  do 
n»t  agree  aa  it  staada  n»w. 

Sincerely  yours , 

O     »  K  4 

Eaid  Reeves 


Executive  Offices: 


15th  Floor  Hoge  Buildin; 
Second  Ave.  at  Cherry  ^ 
Seattle,  Washington  98K 
(206)  622-1604 


January  31,  1977 


Mr.  Rex  Davis,  Director 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms 
Department  of  the  Treasury 
Washington  D.C.  20226 

Dear  Mr.  Davis: 

Sagemoor  Vineyards  is  a  cooperative  marketing  entity  for 
three  vineyards  on  the  Columbia  River  in  Franklin  County, 
Washington.     The  vineyards  aggregate  462  acres,  and  are  this 
year  producing  2,500  tons  of  premium  wine  grapes   (vinifera) . 
Last  year's  production  was  sold  to  sixteen  wineries  in  nine 
states  and  provinces. 

Three  of  our  winery  customers  are  located  in  Oregon,  across 
the  Columbia  River  but  within  its  drainage  area.     The  vineya 
and  the  wineries  are  all  within  thirty  miles  of  the  state 
boundary . 

The  present  BATF  regulations,  drafted  before  the  vineyards 
and  wineries  in  our  area  were  established,  inadvertently 
operate  to  deny  the  consumer  certain  relevant  information 
in  such  circumstances: 

(1)  The  vintage  year. 

(2)  The  state  where  the  grapes  were  grown. 

(3)  The  state  where  the  wine  was  made. 

The  proposed  regulations  would  seem  to  perpetuate  the  denial 
of  this  information.  There  does  not  appear  to  be  any  reason 
for  such  denial. 

Further,   if  the  plan  for  "BATF  Seal"  wines  is  adopted,  there 
would  seem  to  be  no  reason  to  deny  the  proposed  "Seal"  to 
wines  which  satisfy  all  relevant  criteria. 


We  would  be  grate 
matters  at  the  he 
February. 


ABibdh 


Clip  this  form,  fill  in  blanks,  write  your  comments  &  mail  to  agency  noted  in 
Consumer  Recister  item. 

This  ''i  my  opinion  on  (title  of  item  in  Consumer  Register)   

by         :a  of  agency)  fitjf&M  tif  Akohot  fhbAt^   

published  in  Federal  Register  on  (date)     h/p/.  sjj  on  (page) 

f  i fhii  /(jpa,  of  mere  infor/?7tt//t'& 


Name    6U£SlA-  .~J&CQ£>  Date    /"  3 /~ 

Street     /Q6>&/  £rtS?(T/}  ft/  .  

city  CLc/r<°r  dJy  .  state  Ot///    zip  9o<33o 


(over) 


WINEGROWERS 
COUNCIL  OF  foo\ 
OREGON  to) 

816  S.W.  FIRST  AVENUE  \        < / 
PORTLAND,  OREGON  97204   \\J  / 

February  7,  1977 


Mr.  hex  Davis,  Director 
Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms 
Department  of  the  Treasury 
Washington,  D.C.  2O226 

Dear  Hr.  Davis: 

The  follovring  ooniaents  represent  the  official  view  of  the  Winegrowers 
Council  of  Oregon  on  the  subjects  of  appellations  of  origin,  viticultural 
areas,  "AVI-1  Seal"  vines  and  related  subjects.    Our  Council  is  the  professional 
voice  of  5°  commercial  vir.if era  grape  growers  and  9  commercial  yinif era 
wine  producing  wineries  in  the  state  of  Oregon. 

Since  the  founding  of  our  organization  in  1971 5  the  winegrowers  of  Oregon 
have  been  actively  concerned  about  the  laxity  of  current  wine  labeling 
regulation?:.     To  this  end,  our  Council  has  proposed,  and  the  Oregon  Liquor 
Control  Commission  will  adopt  this  week,  the  tightest  labeling  regulations  in 
the  nation,  which  will  apply  only  to  wines  produced  in  Oregon.  These 
regulations  specify  a  minimum  90,i  varietal  content  for  varie tally  labeled 
vines,  except  that  Cabernet  Sruvignon  may  be  as  low  as  75/*  if  blended  only 
with  I-Afrlot,  !•*.;; lhec ,  Cabernet  Franc  or  Petit  Verdot  ,  and  if  the  varieties 
V"od  arc  listed  on  the  label.     Grape  variety  synonyms  are  eliminated  by  use 

a  list  of  permitted  grape  variety  names.     "hie sling"  is  made  synonymous 
with  the  grape  variety  hhitc  hierlir.fr,  and  "Johanni sberg  hieslir.g"  is  not 
permitted  because  of  its  geographic  reference.     Similarly,  use  of  all  semi- 
generic  designations  01  geographic  significance  is  prohibited.     "Estate  bottled 
may  be  used  only  for  vines  produced  by  the  bottling  winery  from  grapes  grown 
within  five  miles  of,  and  on  property  owned  or  contz-olled  by  the  bottling  vincr 

An  appellation  of  origin  is  required  on  every  label,  preceded  by  the  word 
"appellation".    To  use  an  appellation,  100,o  of  the  grapes  must  come  from  the 
place  specified.     Permitted  appellations  are  listed  as  the  counties  of  Oregon, 
three  Or' gon  multicounty  viticultural  regions,  states,  end  "American". 
Permitted  appellations  may  not  be  used  ar  part  of  a  brand  name  (or  otherwise) 
unless  the  vine  qualifies  for  use  of  that  appellation. 

We  feel  that  our  regulations  will  significantly  improve  our  customer's 
chance  of  knowing  what  is  in  the  bottle  he  buys.     There  remains  one  major 
obstacle  to  truely  informative  labeling  of  Oregon  produced  vines. 

1-ore  than  one  third  of  the  vines  produced  in  Oregon  arc  currently  made 
from  grapes  grown  across  the  state  line  in  Washington.  These  vines  are  high 
quality,  varietal  vines,  and  they  arc  not  blended  with  vines  from  Orcgoi:  grapce 
In  this  case,  however,  the  federal  regulations  work  to  prevent  the  oor.cuncr 
from  learning  the  origin  of  the  1  ir.c  and  the  year  the  grapes  -  ere  grown.  There 
cuality  *  ines  are  permitted  only  the  appellation  "America  n"  and  no  vintage  ur^.c 
And  vorse  yet,  since  the  term  "American"  is  meaningless  to  customers,  t.'.oy 
1-ok  to  the  only  g-  o: Tap-Lie  reference  permitted  on  tic  label  of  such  a  viae, 

ae'ihvi  ss  of  the  bottler,  which  is,  of  course,  in  Oregon.    Thus,      si  i ngton 
vines  are  often  mistakenly  oalied  Oregon  vines,  though  in  fact  there  arc 
easily  discernible  differences  in  tastes. 


*  The  Winegrowers  Council  of  Oregon  looks  to  your  concept  of  "viticultural 
area"  as  a  solution  to  this  maddening  problem.     Wo  have  these  comments 
regarding' your  specific  proposals*  / 

Paragraphs  1,  2,  and  3J    &o  opposition. 

w      Paragraph  4,  Viticultural  Area,  needs  some  clarification  to  insure  that 
interstate  viticultural  areas  will  he  permitted.     We  feel  strongly  that  the 
states  of  Oregon,  Washington,  and  Idaho  have  a  common,  unique  viticultural 
status.    This  uniruencss  needs  to  he  underlined  by  the  use  of  the  viticultural 
area  designation  "Pacific  Northwest".     In  addition,  we  envision  several  more 
tightly  defined  viticultural  areas,  such  as  "Columbia  Basin",  "Snake  hiver 
Basin"  and  Willamette  Valley"  which  would  be  partly  in  Oregon  and  partly  in 
Washington  or  Idaho.     We  suggest  Section  4«25a  be  worded  as  follows: 

(a)  "i'or  domestic  vines,  a  viticultural  area  is  a  delimited  grape 
growing  region  distinguishable  by  geographic  features  recognized  and  defined 
in  fart  9,  and  not  necessarily  limited  by  state  boundaries." 

(b)  As  written. 

(c)  Add:     "A  domestic  wine  may  be  labeled  with  a  viticultural  area  if: 
(l)  not  less  than  95  percent  of  the  grapes  used  to  make  the  wins  have  been 
grown  within  the  confines  of  the  viticultural  areaj  and  (2)  it  has  been  fully 
manufactured  or  finished  within  the  State  or  one  of  the  States  in  which  the 
viticultural  area  is  located." 

Paragraph  5,  Vintage  Wine,  incorporates  a  concept  which  we  find  antithetical 
to  truth-in-labeling  -  that  vintage  dating  implies  superlative  quality  and 
should  therefore  be  denied  to  certain  vines.     "Vintage"  means  only  "grape 
harvest".    In  the  entire  world,  except  Champagne  and  Oporto,  vintage  dates  are 
applied  to  wines  from  a  single  year's  crop,  be  they  lowly  or  esteemed.     In  fact, 
we  would  consider  it  consumer  fraud  if  the  label  of  the  poor  1963  or  I96S 
f'Vteau  lefitc  showed  up  without  a  vintage  date.     Under  "ATP  Seal"  vine  you 
^bcuss  the  importance,  of  a  fill  date  on  the  label.     Without  a  vintage  date, 
and  in  comparison  to  the  information  delivered  by  a  vintage  date,  the  importance 
of  a  fill  date  is  negligible.     We  suggest  the  following  regarding  Section  4.25b: 

(a)  As  written. 

(b)  Ideally,  ire  would  like  this  entire  section  deleted,  and  you  could  then 
require  the  use  of  an  appellation  of  origin,  viticultural  area,  or  vineyard 
origin  on  every  label.     This  would  divorce  the'  independent  concepts  of  harvest 
date  and  place  of  origin  of  the  grapes,     however,  as  a  minimum,  the  wording  of 
(b)  must  be  changed  to  permit  the  use  of  vintage  dates  for  wines  produced  in 
Oregon  from  Harhington  grapes:  "Domestic  wine.     Domestic  vintage  wine  must 
derive  not  less  than  95  percent  of  its  volume  from  grapes  grown  in  the  fame 
State,  county,  viticultural  area,  or  vineyard."  (Delete  rest  of  sentence.) 

(l),  (2),  (3)     ho  further  opposition. 

Paragraphs  6,7,  both  8's,  and  9:     In  view  of  the  opposition  of  the 
California  Wine  Institute  to  the  concept  of  "AiV  Seal"  wines,  we  will  only 
indicate  that  we  arc  not  basically  opposed  to  these  proposals. 

Paragraph  10,  Fill  Date  J    As  indicated  above,  the  fill  date  has  very 
minimal  value  to  a  consumer,  did  certainly  belongs  under  the  herding  of 
optional  information.    To  small  wineries,  such  as  those  in  Oregon,  this  concept 
is  viewed  as  an  harassment  of  small  business,    'ho  require  a  fill  date  on  a  smell 
batch  of  wine  requires  either  a  costly,  small  label-printing  run  or  hand 
stamping  of  every  label,  which  detracts  from  the  pre*  entr-.bility  of  the  label. 

Paragraphs  11,  12,  and  13?    ho  objection  except  to  the  new  pare gr« ph  (3) 
V*  Section  4.39.    \h-  believe  this  paragraph  would  work  to  the  detriment  of 
established  brands  which  incorporate  the  void  "  vinoyardU') "  •     hovovur,  wc  also 
understand  the  confusion  that  arises  between  statements  of  vineyard  origin  end 
such  brand  names.  Wc  would  therefore  support  the  proposal  of  the  California. 
Wine  Institute  to  reruire  the  use  of  a  registration  or  copywritc  mark  if  the 


In  conclusion,  the  Oregon  vri.no  industry  wholeheartedly  welcomes  vour 
desire  to  up-cr-.de  the  quality  of  ./Lmcriean  vine  labeling.     It  is  long  overdue! 
He  hope  that  your  new  regulations  idll  take  cognizance  of  our  unique  Pacific 
l.ortl.vcrt  problems  by  permitting  r..nd  encouraging  the  use  of  such  interstate 

i     ticuliurai  •:  r-  a  designations  as  "P.*  cif  ic  ;  orlL.-cr  t"  ;  nd  "Columbia  Basin". 

^£  also  strongly  believo  that  the  use  of  a  vintage  date  for  a  vine  should  be 
independent  of  where  that  wine  was  fermented. 

Pie- se  feel  free  to  call  on  us  for  any  additional  information  you  may  need 
concerning  the  labeling  of  vines  from  the  Pacific  northwest. 

Sincerely, 

Winegrowers  Council  of  Oregon 


by  Dcvid  B.  Adelsheim 

Chairman,  Wine  Standards  Subcommittee 


The  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ATTORNEY  GENERAL 


JOHN  IV,  Mc  CQRMACK  STATE  OFFICE  BUILDING 
ONE  ABHEURTON  PLACE.  BOSTON  Q21DB 


rRANCIB    X.  BELLOTTI 


ATTORNEY  QCNERAL 


February  9,   19  77 


Director 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco 

and  Firearms 
1200  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  N.W. 
Washington,   D.C.  20226 

Dear  Sir: 

Enclosed  is  an  original  and  two  copies  of  testimony 
on  the  Proposed  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms 
Regulations  for  wine.     Unfortunately,  Attorney  General 
Bellotti  will  not  be  able  to  attend  the  hearings  but 
respectfully  requests  that  his  testimony  be  entered  in 
the  record  and  considered  at  the  hearing. 

Very  truly  yours , 


Barton  J.  Menitove 
Assistant  Attorney  General 


BJMrnkc 


Enclosures 


TESTIMONY  OF  FRANCIS  X.   BELLOTTI  ON  PROPOSED  BTAF  WINE 


LABELING  REGULATIONS 

I  am  Francis  X.  Bellotti,  Attorney  General  for  the  Common- 
wealth of  Massachusetts.     I  am  happy  to  have  this  opportunity 
to  appear  before  you  this  morning  on  behalf  of  more  than  five 
and  one  half  million  Massachusetts'  consumers. 

As  Attorney  General,   I  have  been  deeply  concerned  and 
committed  to  protecting  consumers.     The  Consumer  Protection 
Division  of  my  office  has  taken  an  active  role  under  the 
Massachusetts  Consumer  Protection  Act  to  prohibit  consumer  fraud, 
false  and  deceptive  advertising,  and  unfair  trade  practices. 
In  the  past  two  years,  my  office  has  filed  over  230  law  suits, 
promulgated  consumer  regulations,  and  launched  numerous  inves- 
tigations under  this  Act.     In  addition,  we  process  over  12,000 
consumer  complaints  annually. 

Against  this  background,   I  applaud  the  efforts  of  the 
Bureau  of  Alcohol,   Tobacco  and  Firearms  to  promulgate  regulations 
which  are  designed  to  prevent  consumer  deception  in  the  label- 
ing of  wines. 

Before  turning  to  specific  recommendations  with  respect 
to  the  BTAF  proposed  regulations,   it  is  important  to  note  two 
basic  tenets  of  consumer  protection.     First,   and  above  all 
representations  whether  made  on  television  commercials  or  set 
forth  on  a  bottle  label  must  be  honest  and  forthright.  Secondly, 
it  is  a  basic  tenet  that  consumers,   as  a  matter  of  right,  be 
given  adequate  and  full  information  concerning  the  product  upon 
which  to  base  sound  buying  decisions. 
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Unfortunately,  the  American  wine  industry  has  in  large 
part,  offered  the  public,   confused  and  at  times  highly  mis- 
leading information.     For  example,  under  current  regulations 
wineries  have  been  permitted  to  distribute  wines  clearly 
labeled  with  a  variatel   (grape  type)   name  yet  containing  as 
little  as  fifty-one   (51)   percent  of  that  variatal  grape  and 
without  disclosing  the  addition  or  blending  of  other  grapes. 
Thus,  not  only  is  the  consumer  generally  unaware  that  the 
bottled  product  contains  less  than  100%  of  what  it  is  labeled 
to  be,  but  he  or  she  has  no  idea  what  other  grapes  are  con- 
tained in  the  product.     In  addition,   appellation  labeling 
has  tended  to  be  confused  by  use  of  such  terms  as  "North  Coast 
Counties"  to  refer  to  portions  of  California  as  far  south  as 
Santa  Barbara  or  use  of  the  term  "Napa"  to  refer  to  an  unde- 
fined geographical  region. 

On  the  other  hand,  we  realize  that  government  regulations 
should  not  become  overly  rigid  which  might,   for  example,  inhibit 
experimentations  with  blending  and  development  of  new  grape 
varieties.     After  all,  wine  making  is  still  largely  a  matter  of 
taste  and  creativity  should  be  encouraged.     I  offer  the  following 
specific  suggestions. 

First,   it  is  generally  desirable  to  distinguish  premium 
wines  from  mass  marketed  products.     The  proposed  "seal"  and  "non- 
seal"  categories  make  a  good  deal  of  basic  sense  in  this  regard. 
Seal  wines  would  be  subject  to  tighter  regulation  and  would 
generally  require  disclosure  of  more  specific  information. 


Non-seal  wines  would  require  some  what  lower  standards  and  — ^  ° 
disclosure  which  is  commensurate  with  wines  produced  from 
widespread  regions  and  various  grapes.     This  would  enable 
the  consumer  who  wants  more  information  before  purchasing  wine 
to  receive  it. 

Second',   it  seems  appropriate  that  wine  labeled  with  a 
varietal  name  contain  a  predominant  amount  of  the  labeled  grape. 
In  those  instances  where  the  wine  contains  any  varietals  or 
grapes  other  than  the  named  varietal,   I  strongly  urge  the 
Bureau  to  require  the  winery  to  disclose  the  names  and  per- 
centage contents  of  each  grape  contained  in  the  bottle. 

In  an  effort  to  understand  the  problems  with  existing 
varietal  labeling,   I  directed  my  staff  to  go  to  several  liquor 
stores  and  examine  American  wines  offered  to  the  public  under 
the  name  Cabernet  Sauvignon.     Thirteen  brands  of  wine  so  labeled 
were  examined.     They  ranged  in  price  from  $1.35  to  $5.99.  With 
the  exception  of  the  Beaulieu  Vineyard  which  is  comprised 
entirely  of  Cabernet  Sauvignon.     No  other  producer  indicated 
that  any  grape  other  than  Cabernet  Sauvignon  was  used  in  the 
wine,   let  alone  the  names  of  such  other  grapes. 

Some  of  the  renowned  chateaus  in  Bordeaux  France,  for 
example,  have  achieved  distinction  by  blending  the  famed  Cabernet 
Sauvignon  varietal  with  Cabernet  Franc  and  Merlot  varietals. 
Hence,   the  world  famous  Chateau  Laf ite-Rothschild  vintages  are 
reported  to  contain  approximately  sixty-six  percent  Cabernet 
Sauvignon.     But,  the  other  grapes,  used  to  "balance"  or  "soften" 
the  taste,  are  of  equally  high  quality  as  the  famed  Cabernet 


Sauvignon  varietal.     Since  American  wines  currently  labeled 
"Cabernet  Sauvignon"  generally  contain  less  than  100  percent 
of  the  named  varietal  in  emulation  of  their  French  counter- 
parts and  since  Cabernet  Sauvignon  type  wines  generally  require 
the  addition  of  other  grapes  to  achieve  a  desirable  character 
and  taste,   it  seems  appropriate  that  wines  containing  a  pre- 
dominant amount  of  Cabernet  Sauvignon  be  permitted  to  retain 
the  varietal  name  provided  that  the  other  grapes  and  percent- 
ages are  disclosed.     In  this  manner,   knowledgeable  consumers 
will  be  provided  with  full  and  complete  information.     At  the 
same  time,  wineries  will  be  accorded  a  high  degree  of  flexi- 
bility to  "blend"  wines  to  achieve  a  quality  product  at  an 
appropriate  price  level  without  losing  the  identification  of 
the  primary  varietal.     Consumers  ultimately  will  conte  to  under- 
stand what  grapes  blend  well  with  the  named  varietal  and  in 
what  appropriate  amounts. 

Accordingly,   I  urge  the  Bureau  to  require  both  seal  and 
non-seal  wines  to  disclose  the  names  and  percentages  of  all 
grapes  used  in  wines  labeled  with  a  particular  varietal. 

Third,   the  viticultural  area  proposals  set  forth  in  the 
proposed  rule  for  seal  wine  seem  sound.     I  urge  the  Bureau 
to  work  towards  fixed  viticultural  areas  which  can  provide 
meaningful  information  to  consumers,   but  realize  that  this 
is  a  long  term  process  which  deserves  careful  and  studied 
scrutiny  by  wine  experts,  wine  producers,   the  Bureau  and  by 
consumers.     With  respect  to  non-seal,  non-vintage  wines,  however, 
there  is  no  rational  reason  for  permitting  the  wine  producer 
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to  label  his  product  as  coming  from  one  appellation  or 
viticultural  area  while  up  to  25  percent  of  the  grapes  used 
in  his  wine  come  from  other  areas.     Thus,   I  urge  the  Bureau 
to  adopt  the  95  percent  standard     for  all  non-seal  wines.  At 
a  minimum,  the  winery  should  disclose  the  appellation  or 
viticultural  area  of  all  grapes  used  to  produce  the  wine. 

Fourth,  the  vintage  date  proposals  seem  fair,  reasonable 
and  of  value  to  consumers. 

In  conclusion,   I  wish  to  thank  the  Bureau  for  moving 
towards  developing  meaningful  standards  for  labeling  of 
American  wines  and  urge  +.he  Bureau  to  promulgate  regulations 
as  soon  as  practicable.     ?.t  this  point,   I  can  say  I  am  proud 
of  our  American  wines,  however,  we  must  face  up  to  providing 
accurate  and  truthful  labeling  for  consumers. 


i 


February  9,  1.977 


Rex  Davis,  Director 

BUREAU  OF  ALCOHOL,  TOBACCO  &  FIREARMS 

Washington,  D.C.     20226  ,- -  j 

Dear  Mr.  Davis: 

I  would  like  to  take  this  opportunity  to  voice  serious  concern  over 
the  BATF  hearings  on  the  labeling  of  California  wines. 

We  in  California  have  an  up  and  coming  wine  industry  and  we  would  like 
to  see  it  continue  the  climb  to  premium  wines  which  have  the  prestige 
they  deserve.     Our  vinemakers  are  proud  of  their  work.     Great  care  and 
love,  in  addition  to  the  fine  skill  required  in  winemaking,  are  evident 
to  the  thousands  of  discriminating  palates  throughout  California  and 
the  United  States.     I  would  like  to  see  the  following  items  resolved 
in  favor  of  the  winemakers  and  the  wine  consumers: 

1.  The  wine  industry  should  be  permitted  to  develop  a  terminology 
which  aids  the  consumer  by  not  disguising  the  contents  of  the 
bottle.     For  example,  "Selected  Late  Harvest"  is  a  very  accurate 
description  of  a  style  of  wine.     It  is  mandatory  that  the  consumer 
know  that  he  is  purchasing  that  style  of  wine. 

2.  The  appellation  of  a  micro-climate  should  be  an  allowable  option 
of  the  vintner. 

3.  The  proposed  seal  to  be  issued  by  the  BATF  is  misleading  in 
the  following  respect:     A  premium  winemaker  who  decides  that 

a  blending  of  a  varietal  grape  from  different  areas  will  produce 
a  better  wine  than  a  varietal  grape  from  one  area  will  not 
be  issued  a  seal.     A  bulk  winemaker  may  be  issued  a  seal  merely 
because  he  makes  his  wine  from  grapes  grown  in  one  area.  The 
unsuspecting  consumer  is  mislead  to  think  that  the  bulk  wine 
with  a  seal  is  a  superior  one.     It  may  be,  but  I  would  prefer 
to  jud^c  thai   ior  myself  by  tasting,   not  by  reading  the  label. 

The  vinemakers  and.  the  vine-  consumers  enjoy  a  very  good  relationship 
at  this  point  in  time.     I  vould  hate  to  see  that  relationship  damaged 
by  over-restrictive  regulations  coming  from  governmental  agencies  very 
much  removed  from  the  industry. 


Very  truly  yours, 


Linda  M.  Russano 

422  Montana  Avenue 

Santa  Monica,  California  90403 


cc:     President  Jimmy  Carter 
Senator  Alan  Cranston 
Senator  S.  1.  Hayakawa 


Regional  Regulatory  Director,  B.A.T.F. 


February  9,  1977 

Rex  Davis,  Director 

BUREAU  OF  ALCOHOL,  TOBACCO  &  FIREARMS 
Washington,  D.C.  20226 

Dear  Mr.  Davis: 

I  would  like  to  take  this  opportunity  to  voice  serious  concern  over 
the  BATF  hearings  on  the  labeling  of  California  wines. 

We  in  California  have  an  up  and  coming  wine  industry  and  we  would  like 
to  see  it  continue  the  climb  to  premium  wines  which  have  the  prestige 
they  deserve.     Our  winemakers  are  proud  of  their  work.     Great  care  and 
love,  in  addition  to  the  fine  skill  required  in  winemaking,  are  evident 
to  the  thousands  of  discriminating  palates  throughout  California  and 
the  United  States.     I  would  like  to  see  the  following  items  resolved 
in  favor  of  the  winemakers  and  the  wine  consumers: 

1.  The  wine  industry  should  be  permitted  to  develop  a  terminology 
which  aids  the  consumer  by  not  disguising  the  contents  of  the 
bottle.     For  example,  "Selected  Late  Harvest"  is  a  very  accurate 
description  of  a  style  of  wine.     It  is  mandatory  that  the  consumer 
know  that  he  is  purchasing  that  style  of  wine. 

2.  The  appellation  of  a  micro-climate  should  be  an  allowable  option 
of  the  vintner. 

3.  The  proposed  seal  to  be  issued  by  the  BATF  is  misleading  in 
the  following  respect:    A  premium  winemaker  who  decides  that 

a  blending  of  a  varietal  grape  from  different  areas  will  produce 
a  better  wine  than  a  varietal  grape  from  one  area  will  not 
be  issued  a  seal.    A  bulk  winemaker  may  be  issued  a  seal  merely 
because  he  makes  his  wine  from  grapes  grown  in  one' area.  The 
unsuspecting  consumer  is  mislead  to  think  that  the  bulk  wine 
with  a  seal  is  a  superior  one.     It  may  be,  but  I  would  prefer 
to  judge  that  for  myself  by  tasting,  not  by  reading  the  label. 

The  winemakers  and  the  wine  consumers  enjoy  a  very  good  relationship 
at  this  point  in  time.     I  would  hate  to  see  that  relationship  damaged 
by  over-restrictive  regulations  coming  from  governmental  agencies  very 
much  removed  from  the  industry. 

Very  truly  yours, 
Bob  Morra 

422  Montana  Avenue 

Santa  Monica,  California  90403 

cc:    President  Jimmy  Carter 
Senator  Alan  Cranston 
Senator  S.  I .  Hayakawa 
Regional  Regulatory  Director,  B.A.T.F. 
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February  9,  1977 


Rex  Davis,  Director 

BUREAU  OF  ALCOHOL,  TOBACCO  &  FIREARMS 
Washington,  D.C.  20226 

Dear  Mr.  Davis: 

I  would  like  to  take  this  opportunity  to  voice  serious  concern  over 
the  BATF  hearings  on  the  labeling  of  California  wines. 

We  in  California  have  an  up  and  coming  wine  industry  and  we  would  like 
to  see  it  continue  the  climb  to  premium  wines  which  have  the  prestige 
they  deserve.    Our  winemakers  are  proud  of  their  work.    Great  care  and 
love,  in  addition  to  the  fine  skill  required  in  winemaking,  are  evident 
to  the  thousands  of  discriminating  palates  throughout  California  and 
the  United  States.     I  would  like  to  see  the  following  items  resolved 
in  favor  of  the  winemakers  and  the  wine  consumers: 

1.  The  wine  industry  should  be  permitted  to  develop  a  terminology 
which  aids  th~  consumer  by  not  disguising  the  contents  of  the 
bottle.    For  er.ample,  "Selected  Late  Harvest"  is  a  very  accurate 
description  of  a  style  of  wine.     It  is  mandatory  that  the  consumer 
know  that  he  is  purchasing  that  style  of  wine. 

2.  The  appellation  of  a  micro-climate  should  be  ran  allowable  option 
of  the  vintner. 

i      ;       ..-  • 

3.  The  proposed  seal  to  be  issued  by  the  BATF  is  misleading  in 
the  following  respect:    A  premium  winemaker  who  decides  that 

a  blending  of  a  varietal  grape  from  different  areas  will  produce 
a  better  wine  than  a  varietal  grape  from  one  area  will  not 
be  issued  a  seal.    A  bulk  winemaker  may  be  issued  a  seal  merely 
because  he  makes  his  wine  from  grapes*grown  in  one  area.  The 
unsuspecting  consumer  is  mislead  to  think'  that  the  bulk  wine 
with  a  seal  is  a  superior  one.     It  may  be  j-  but  I  would  prefer 
to  judge  that  for  myself  by  tasting,  noc~by  reading  the  label. 

The  winemakers  and  the  wine  consumers  enjoy  a  very  good  relationship 
at  this  point  in  time.     I  would  hate  to  see  that  relationship  damaged 
by  over-restrictive  regulations  coming  from  governmental  agencies  very 
much  removed  from  the  industry. 


Very  truly  yours, 


William  Hendrickson 

3507  Danny  Drive 

La  Crescenta,  California  91214 

cc:     President  Jimmy  Carter 
Senator  Alan  Cranston 
Senator  S.  L.  Hayakawa 
Regional  Regulatory  Director,  B.A.T.F. 


February  9,  1977 
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Rex  Davis,  Director 

BUREAU  OF  ALCOHOL,  TOBACCO  &  FIREARMS 
Washington,  D.C.  20226 

Dear  Mr.  Davis: 


I  would  like  to  take  this  opportunity  to  voice  serious  concern  over 
the  BATF  hearings  on  the  labeling  of  California  wines. 

We  in  California  have  an  up  and  coming  wine  industry  and  we  would  like 
to  see  it  continue  the  climb  to  premium  wines  which  have  the  prestige 
they  deserve.     Our  winemakers  are  proud  of  their  work.     Great  care  and 
love,  in  addition  to  the  fine  skill  required  in  winemaking,  are  evident 
to  the  thousands  of  discriminating  palates  throughout  California  and 
the  United  States.     I  would  like  to  see  the  following  items  resolved 
in  favor  of  the  winemakers  and  the  wine  consumers: 


1.  The  wine  industry  should  be  permitted  to  develop  a  terminology 
which  aids  the  consumer  by  not  disguising  the  contents  of  the 
bottle.     For  example,  "Selected  Late  Harvest"  is  a  very  accurate 
description  of  a  style  of  wine.     It  is  mandatory  that  the  consumer 
know  that  he  is  purchasing  that  style  of  wine. 

.  f' "',  '"'^ 

2.  The  appellation  of  a  micro-climate  should  be  an  allowable  option 
of  the  vintner. 

3.  The  proposed  seal  to  be  issued  by  the  BATF  i s  misleading  in 
the  following  respect:    A  premium  winemaker  who  decides  that 

a  blending  of  a  varietal  grape  from  different  areas  will  produce 
a  better  wine  than  a  varietal  grape  from  one  area  will  not 
be  issued  a  seal.     A  bulk  winemaker  may  be  issued  a  seal  merely 
because  he  makes  his  wine  from  grapes  grown  in  one  area.  The 
unsuspecting  consumer  is  mislead  to  think  that  the  bulk  wine 
with  a  seal  is  a  superior  one.     It  may  be,  but  I  would  prefer 
to  judge  that  for  myself  by  tasting,  not  by  reading  the  label. 

The  winemakers  and  the  wine  consumers  enjoy  a  very  good  relationship 
at  this  point  in  time.     I  would  hate  to  see  that  relationship  damaged 
by  over-restrictive  regulations  coming  from  governmental  agencies  very 
much  removed  from  the  industry. 


( 


truly  yours, 

Cynthia  B.  Hendrickson 

3;au7  Danny  Drive 

La  Crescenta,  California  91214 


cc:     President  Jimmy  Carter 
Senator  Alan  Cranston 
Senator  S.  1 .  Hayakawa 
Regional  Regulatory  Director,  B.A.T.F. 


ROBERT  S.  CARNACHAN  &  ASSOCIATES 
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SUITE  lO 
336  NORTH  CENTRAL  AVrNul 
CLENDALE,   CALIFORNIA  OPO' 

CONSULTANTS  .  ACTUARIES 

EMPLOYEE  BENEFIT  PLANS  „   ,  .  _  _„  

February  10,  1977  (2,3>  24S-85S9 

J  '  (213)  244-8058 

Rex  Davis,  Director 

BUREAU  OF  ALCOHOL,  TOBACCO  &  FIREARMS 
Washington,  D.C.  20226 

Dear  Mr.  Davis: 

I  would  like  to  t3ke  this  opportunity  to  voice  serious  concern  over 
the  BATF  hearings  on  the  labeling  of  California  wines. 

We  in  California  have  an  up  and  coming  wine  industry  and  we  would  like 
to  see  it  continue  the  climb  to  premium  wines  which  have  the  prestige 
they  deserve.     Our  winemakers  are  proud  of  their  work.     Great  care  and 
love,  in  addition  to  the  fine  skill  required  in  winemaking,  are  evident 
to  the  thousands  of  discriminating  palates  throughout  California  and 
the  United  States.     I  would  like  to  see  the  following  items  resolved 
in  favor  of  the  winemakers  and  the  wine  consumers: 

1.  The  wine  industry  should  be  permitted  to  develop  a  terminology 
which  aids  the  consumer  by  not  disguising  the  contents  of  the 
bottle.    For  example,  "Selected  Late  Harvest"  is  a  very  accurate 
description  of  a  style  of  wine.     It  is  mandatory  that  the  consumer 
know  that  he  is  purchasing  that  style  of  wine. 

2.  The  appellation  of  a  micro-climate  should  be  an  allowable  option 
of  the  vintner. 

3.  The  proposed  seal  to  be  issued  by  the  BATF  is  misleading  in 
the  following  respect:     A  premium  winemaker  who  decides  that 
a  blending  of  a  varietal  grape  from  different  areas  will  produce 
a  better  wine  than  a  varietal  grape  from  one  area  will  not 
be  issued  a  seal.     A  bulk  winemaker  may  be  issued  a  seal  merely 
because  he  makes  his  wine  from  grapes  grown  in  one  area.  The 
unsuspecting  consumer  is  mislead  to  think  that  the  bulk  wine 
with  a  seal  is  a  superior  one.     It  may  be,   but  I  would  prefer 
to  judge  that  for  myself  by  tasting,  not  by  reading  the  label. 

The  winemakers  and  the  wine  consumers  enjoy  a  very  good  relationship 
at  this  point  in  time.     I  would  hate  to  see  that  relationship  damaged 
by  over-restrictive  regulations  coming  from  governmental  agencies  very 
much  removed  from  the  industry. 

Very' truly  yours, 

/■   //         '  /, 

'Robert  S.  Carnachan 

cc:     President  Jimmy  Carter 
Senator  Alan  Cranston 
Senator  S.  I.  Hayakawa 


V1 

$  tin 

£  B0B  YOUNG  VINEYARDS,  INC.                              I  **S 

.         JS  POST  OFFICE  BOX  55 

WJuA  SHAN  DON,  CALIFORNIA  93461 

ST  PHONE  (8051  233-2452 


February  12,  1977 


Director 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms 
Washington,  D.  C.  20226 

Dear  Sir: 

With  respect  to  the  new  regulations  dealing 
with  wine  standards  as  proposed  by  the  Federal 
Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Forearms,  we 
wish  to  state  that  we  are  strongly  in  favor  of 
the  Wine  Instituted  position  in  this  matter 
and  fully  agree  with  their  position  paper  dated 
January  17,  1977. 

Very  truly  yours, 


Director 
BATF 

Washin.econ  DC  20226 


Dear  sir: 


Charles  L.  Sullivan 

107  Belvale  Dr. 
Los  Gacos,  CA.  95030 


Because  I  write  a  good  deal  about  wine  and 
its  history,  particularly  California  wine,  1 
read  most  of  the  printed  matter  put  out  by  the  industry  and 
its  numerous  elements.   Regarding  your  ideal  of  the  wine 
"seal"  it  would  appear  to  me  that  your  idea  is  going  to  be 
knocked  cold  by  a  concerted  effort  of  the  industry. 

I  think  that  this  is  too  bad,  but  I  have  little  hope  for  the 
idea.   I  should  like  to  hope  that  regulatory  agencies  such  as 
yours  would,  after  putting  as  much  time  and  effort  into  an  idea, 
and  coming  up  with  such  a  thoroughly  logical  one,  would  stick 
to  its  guns.   But  1  have  little  hope. 

1  cannot  imagine  that  if  such  an  idea  were  presented  to  the  averag 
interested  wine  lover  in  this  country  that  he  would  have  anything 
less  than  enthusiastic  approbation.   But,   cf  course,  nothing  like 
this  is  possible.   1  am  sad  that  everything  I  have  read,  except  in 
a  few  consumer  ori^n-t^^p^^44rC^t4v.cct£— -t^Vc^o^^- ^J^so-^trwOr^^v^.- 
against  the  seaT  idea.   It  is  a  good  one.  What  better  than  to  say 
there  are  a  set  of  objectively  identifiable  standards  and  these 
wines  have  met  them.  One  might  list  them  all  on  each  bottle,  but 
would  this  really  help  the  average  consumer  1  You  have  said,  let's 
draw  a   line  and  represent  beinjr  above  that  line  with  an  understand 
symbol.  Persons  in  commerce  and  merchandising  know  exactly  what  yo 
are  doing,'. and  that  is  why  they  don't  like  it.   They  don't  want 
identifiable  criteria  of  quality  to  be  forward  in  the  consumer's 
eye.   They  want  their  own  logo,   carefully  set  up  to  do  its  job  nc 
matter  what  is  in  the  bottle. 

As  1  said,   I  have  little  hope  for  the  seal  idea.   The  armies 
marshalled  against  it  are  formidable.   But  I  hope  that  I  am  wrong. 

Sincere 


15  Feb  77 
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February  15,  1977 


Director 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms 
7/ashington,  D.  C.  20226 

Dear  Sir: 

With  reference  to  the  new  proposed  regulations  dealing  with  wine 
standards  recently  made  by  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco 
and  Firearms  (ATF) ,  I  want  to  go  on  record  as  supporting  the 
position  taken  by  the  California  Wins  Institute. 

While  I  hold  high  praise  of  the  AT?  for  its  announced  intention 
to  strengthen  wine  standards  on  a  national  basis,  I  firmly  belive 
that  the  Wine  Institute,  after  an  intensive  study  of  standards  and 
re-evaluation  of  the  regulatory  framework,  has  made  certain 
proposals  which  tend  toward  better  and  more  comprehensive 
regulations,  than  the  ones  proposed  by  the  ATF. 

I  strongly  urge  your  support  for  the  proposals  submitted  by  the 
California  Wine  Institute  and  backed  by  the  California  wine 
industry. 

Very  truly  yours, 
LA33BK  LAND  COMPANY 


R.  "7.  Minkler 
President 


RWM:ie 
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WINERY 

P.  O.  Box  410 

5022  S:.  Helena  Highwaj  North    S:.  Helena  California  9-457-i    Telephone  i707i  963-7106 


February  16,  1977 


Rex  Davis,  Director 

Department  of  Treasury 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  &  Firearms 

Washington,  D.  G .  20226 


EE:  Hearings  on  revision  of 
labelling  regulations 


Dear  Mr .  Davis : 


So.-ne  consumer  advocates  have  taken  an  extremist  view 
of  the  authority  of  the  Bureau  in  drafting  labelling 
regulations.    The  lav;  says  that  your  labelling  regulations 
are  to  (l)  prohibit  deception  of  the  consumer  and  (2) 
provide  the  consumer  with  adequate  information  as  to 
identity  and  quality  of  the  products. 

Please  consider  these  tv;o  views  of  what  a  label 
should  state  under  the  law: 

1 .  The  extremist  view  that  would  require  complete 
detail  on  the  percentage  of  included  varieties,  similar 
detail  on  the  source  of  grapes,  the  bottling  date,  the 
vintage,  i r. forma. t ion  on  where  the  grapes  were  crushed  and 

by  whom,  where  the  wine  was  bottled  and  by  whom,  the  alcohol 
and  the  sugar . 

2.  The  liberal  view  that  a  label  can  and  should  be 
simple,  as  its  primary  purpose  is  to  help  the  consumer 
identify  the  product . 

Neither  of  these  views  is  wrong  —  the  real  question  is: 
which  will  serve  the  consumer  better? 


The  extremist  view  will  cause  the  wine  bottle  to  look 
T  ugly,  (even  though  it  is  intended  to  sit  on  the  dining  table 

y  while  most  other  packages  are  not  so  intended),  and  the  mass 

*  of  information  is  very  apt  to  bewilder  the  consumer  who, 

most  probably,  is  only  looking  for  product  identification  - 
year,  principal  variety,  principal  growing  area,  producer, 
alcohol  a.nd  residual  sugar. 

The  liberal  view  will  deprive  the  highly  technical 
consumer  of  all  the  data  he  seeks,  but  -.-re  submit  (a)  that 
such  a  highly  technical  consumer  is  a  very  small  minority 
of  all  consumers  and  (b)  that  the  information  he  seeks  may 
be  easily  available  to  him  other  than  on  the  label. 

Vie  have  provided  and  will  continue  to  provide  our 
consumers  with  much  more  information  than  is  required  by 
any  of  regulations  so  far  proposed.    Vie  do  this  by  letter 
to  our  distributors  and  retailers.    These  letters  could 
even  be  inserted  in  each  case  of  v;ine  and  thereby  become 
part  of  the  "packaging,   ....  and  labelling". 

■ 

We  believe  the  consumer  will  be  better  served  by  a 
simple  label  that  states  the  vintage  (95/j  minimum) ,  the 
variety  (75^  minimum),  the  growing  area  (75-95?3  minimum  )^ 
the  producer,  the  alcohol  and  residual  sugar. 


Sincerely 

lBSBY  wihehy 


FHE3MEE  ABBEY  WIHEET 


Vrilliam  P.jTaegar^ 


Jr 


REBECCA  CARUBA 

W/ne       FooJ  Consultant 

February  17,1977 

Director,  Bureau  of  Alcohol 
Tobacco  and  Firearms 
Washington ,D . C . 20226/ 

Dear  Sir: 

We  wish  to  express  our  opposition  to  the  "ATF 
Seal  Wine"  label  because  we  feel  that  a^ovenrn- 
ment  seal  on  a  wine  label  will  lead  the  public 
to  believe  that  the  government  is  approving  wine 
of  a  higher  quality.     This  is  an  inference  that 
ATF  itself  officially  disavows. 

We  support  your  desire  to  strengthen  wine  stand- 
ards, but  putting  regulations  of  this  kind  is 
unworthy. 


[ally, 


\\  speax:  for  Robert  Caruba  and  Alan  Caruba(3  votes) 


Wine  and  Food  Tasters  of  New  Jersey 


;;.T-  win 
«.-t  S  -ELTON,  JR. 


e  c-»J3  N  *0'.'0*0 

Sam, El  0.  MU*TT,  JR. 

««T-y*  w  SC-mjTZ 
NO*** AM  6.  PA3«£B 

*:tLiA»4  f.  S?»lD'NC 

ja«FS  ».  huTTCS 

s;aii"  o  a . - : * 
BCC*SC  M,  w-'Tstr 
r»As«  l.  »*Ak.car 
jc-s  f.  p-G-tt 
.,?»Cm£  C.  S'  =  NC 
jC"H  l.E*>C'C0"T 
j  nce£»"  PCS".  JR. 
mliMO  L  ca".  JR. 
W'mOnO  I.  CU»**N 
GlO^GE  #,  EEPmant 
jO**n  J-  kanSCN 
DON  C.  Dl/StAvEY 


BO*  0.  MILLER 
GUY  Hi  CLA1RC 
f.  LEE  COULTER.  JR. 
RJr.SELl  L.  JOHNSON 
ROBERT  S.  WARDEN 
HERBERT  KRAuS 
PON«l0  € . GO  THER 
JEROME  F.  HtCWOCNtll 
iRAIft  r.  WOODLAND 

john  h.  shaker 
james  m.  murphy 
charles  s.  qattlc5.  jr. 
stephen  e.  tallent 
robert  t.  gelher 
paul  g.  bower 
p03ert  e.  cooler 
thohas  h.  chancellor 
john  f.  olson 
robert  k. montgomery 

KENNETH  E.  niSTAU,  JR. 
RONALD  S.  EEARO 
8PUCE  L.GHELSON 
MARSHA  McLEAN  -  UTLtY 
OEAN  STERN 
WESLEY  G.  MCwELL,  JR. 
THEOOORE  0.  OLSCM 


DON  J.  BELCHER 
JACK  H.  MAlGhCN 
"-ENNETM  M.  POOVCY 
THOMAS  B. PUCHER 
CHARLES  D.  A/ELROO 
ANDREW  C. 80CEN 
JOHN  P.  ANDERSON 
POT  J.  SCmmiot.  JR. 
WILF03D  0.  G0030L0,  JR. 
RrCHAHO  C  O  JNCAN,  JR. 
JOHN  A. fiuSKET 
FREDERICK  F.  CPEGORT 
KENNETH  W.  ANDERSON 
J0"N  J.  SwENSON 

■rucc  a.  toor 
stephen  m.  blitz 
ralph  c.  wintrooe 
CmAPlES  k.  marquis 

VINCENT  A.  NARClSI 
JAMES  C.  PHILLIPP 
OAviO  A.CATHCART 
STEVEN  A.  MEIERS 
ARTHUR  L.  SHERWOOD 
JOHN  C.WELLS 
JAMES  R.  MARTIN 


GIBSON,  DUNN  a  CRUTCHER 
LAWYERS 

515  SOUTH  FLOWER  STREET 
LOS  ANGELES,  CALIFORNIA  90071 

(2131  488-  7000 
TELEX!  67-4930 
CA3LE  ADDRESS:  GIBTRASK 

February  17,  1977 
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213  488  7338 


Director 

Board  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms 
Washington,  D.C.  20226 

Dear  Sir: 

Please  be  advised  that  I  have  reviewed  the 
position  paper  of  the  Wine  Institute  dated  17  January 
1977,  which  I  understand  was  advanced  at  hearings  in 
San  Francisco  on  February  8  and  10,  and  will  be  the 
subject  of  meetings  in  Washington  on  February  24  and  25, 

It  is  very  apparent  to  me  that  the  view  taken 
by  the  Wine  Institute  would  be  beneficial  to  consumers 
as  well  as  growers  of  California  wines.      I  very  much 
hope  that  you  will  adopt  the  position  of  the  Wine 
Institute.  /  / 

/  / 

Very  truly  yours,/; 
F.   DANIEL,  FROST ' 

FDF :  C 
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P.O.  Box  132S5,  Sacramento,  CA.  95813. 
February  22,  1977 


Director 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco 

and  Firearms 
Washington,  D.  C.  20226 

Dear  Sir: 

As  the  representative  of  California's  wine  brotherhood, 
with  500  members  throughout  the  United  States,  we  take  the 
position  in  support  of  the  wine  standards  as  proposed  by  the 
California  Wine  Institute. 

We  are  strongly  opposed  to  "ATF  Seal  Wines'*  in  the  same 
way  we  are  opposed  to  published  state  tastings  of  our  wines. 
It  only  leads  the  public  to  believe  that  a  government  agency 
is  approving  certain  wines. 

We  have  complete  confidence  in  the  ability  of  California 
vintners  through^ their  trade  association  to  regulate  themselves 
to  the  ultimate  benefit  of  the  consumer. 


Sincerely, 


NORMAN  E.  GATES 
The  Grand  Commander 


California's  Wine  Brothcrliood  in  a  crusade  for  its  wines 


306  Wavoland  Road 
Catonsville,  Maryland  21223 
February  22,  1977 


Director 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms 
Washington,  D.C.  20226 

Dear  Sir: 

I  have  read  that  the  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearns  has  under  consider- 
ation proposed  changes  in  the  laws  governing  the  production  of  >:ines  in  America. 
If  the  views  of  the  average  custom r  of  wines  will  be  entertained  in  the  hearing 
on  the  proposed  regulations,  then  here  are  some  opinions  from  someone  having  no 
connection  with  any  aspect  of  the  wine  trade  except  as  a  purchaser  and  consumer. 

Rather  than  enter  into  a  long  presentation  of  opinions,  which  I  an  sure  will  be 
reiterated  many  times,  my  views  will  be  followed  by  terse  comment. 

1.  Establish  a  "Domaine  Control"  similar  to  the  A.O.C.  of  France,  or  the  D.O.C. 
of  Italy  which  will  set  minimum  standards  of  quality,  but  very  high  stand- 
ards.   This  "Control"  not  to  :>s  a  permanent  license  but  rather  a  yearly 
classification.    If  the  quality  is  not  good  that  year,  no  "Control"  that 
year . 

2.  Establish,  a  "Control"  for  the  "less-than-great"  wines.  America's  "Vin 
Ordinaire"  is  rood  wine.  In  fact,  it  is  better  wine  than  its  European 
counterpart  and  doesn't  need  chancing,  it  needs  protecting. 

3.  Eliminate  the  ^1  percent  permission  for  varietal  wines.    I'd  like  to  see  100 
percent. 

h.    Eliminate  words  such  as  Burgundy,  Chianti,  and  Chablis  from  labels.     If  they 
are  good  American  wines  they  will  sell  for  what  they  are  and  need  not  trade 
on  generic  names. 

May  I  wish  the  Bureau  well  in  its  proposals.     They  are  needed  and  will  be  help- 
ful if  they  can  be  enacted  and  enforced.    Lobbying  pressure  on  you  will  probably 
be  intense,  but  please  try  to  keep  in  mind  the  ultimate  user  of  -foe  bottle  of 
wine . 

Very  truly  yours, 

74-  yLot,,^o  h 

M.  b'illiam  Getz 


Feb.  2>,  1977 


Mr.  Donald  P.oyce 
iVino  specialist 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  &  Firearms 
Department  of  the  Treasury 
Washington,  D.C.  ?0?20  "  • 

Dear  Mr.  P.oyce: 

I  wish  to  express  my  appreciation  of  your  talk 
11,1,1  7?st  Particularly  of  the  most  informtive 

RlTTT  r8&i0n  at  th*  ?5b-  -  meting 
o,  the  lev  fork  Stat,  Pinter  Lakes  Grams  Grower,' 
Convention.  * 

Ac  a  Pine  erower-cnnsuiaer,  I'd  like  to  register 
;;!;e  ™**r**-*or  ths  "Pco^in*  open  hearing  in 
■Vncnin^ton:    Whatever  your  Bureau  can  do  to  raise 
trt*  current  5l£  varietal  "preponderance"  to  a 
true  preponderance  would  be  appreciated.  7<j' 
cesido  reasonable. 

Secondly,  I  would  greatly  appreciate  the  phasin, 
out  with  all  due  speed  of  all  European-Generic 
names,  ixicludin£  Champofina. 

I  appreciate  your  attempt  to  delineate  for  the 
consumer  the  various  areas  of  origin,  but  each 

lr'.Xl  l°  reSUlt'  °n  bala"c*>  ^  unnecessary 

interference  in  the  wine  producers'  affairs.  The 
l*»ral  appellations  (Napa  Valley,  pinesr  Uk„  f 
•eou  uo.t  justifiable;    the  contI£uous>ineyard 
businss*  ceens  almost  a  reduction  to  the  absurd. 

I  agree  with  your  personal  opinion  that  the  Seal 
Inject  rill  not,  a„d  in  uy  opinion,  should  not 
oc  u-?l evented  now.    Not  for  the  reason  that  it 
rill  denote  quality;     it  should.    Dot  ?cr  Ve 

o^llt'f^A11  °U  "*a  di^ult  qv.-:-tion 

c-  Vycllationo . 

4 


I  look  forward  to  the  iiapl  ^.entat^Lgn.  of  th-s  t 
above— men  tinned  „iant  steps  ."or;-. I  and  th '».'.'. 
f^r  your  of  forte  on  the  oonsuiiter  *  behalf. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Peter  Johnstone 
PD  1 

Rai'iiaondwport,  W.Y.  14640 


MAILGRAM  SERVICE  CENTER 
MIDDLETOWN,   VA,  22645 
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6025  LODI  CA  FEBRUARY  23 


ZIP  20226 

MR.   PEX  DAVIS 
O       DIRECTOR  OF  BATF 

1200  PENNSYLVANIA   AVE  NORTH  WEST 

ROOM  4000  FE 
O       WASHINGTON  DC  20226 


REGARDING  MATTER  OF  75%  VARIETAL*   WE  SUPPORT  WINE  INSTITUTE 
O       POSITION.     HOWEVER*    IN  VIEW  OF  SPECIAL   PROBLEMS   IN  CONNECTION 
WITH  LA8RUSCA  GRAPES  WE  WOULD  SUPPORT   A   51%  POSITION  FOR  THOSE 
VARIETIES  ONLY  IF  PRODUCED  OUTSIDE  CALIFORNIA, 


w  R,M.   I  VIE,  PRESIDENT 

GUILD  WINERIES  AND  DISTILLERIES 
O       TWX  510  764  4486 

13516  EST 


O 


o 
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cMmelican  H^Vine  &  Smportinq  Cc 


2631  NAGLE 


MAIN  OFFICE: 
P.O.  BOX  20537 


Established 
1917 


2U/350-5784 


TELEX  73-2371 


February  23,  1977 


DALLAS, TEXAS  752 


LABARBAV 


Director 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms 
Washington,  D.  C.  20226 

Dear  Sir: 

I  would  like  to  advise  you  that  we  do  not  agree  to  the  ATF  Seal  Wine  and  we  do 
agree  to  work  with  the  Wine  Institute  Proposals.   This  is  very  important  to  us,  being 
involved  in  the  wine  industry  and  we  would  appreciate  our  feelinqs  being  noted. 


Thank  you  for  your  time. 


Sincerely, 


Anthony  J.  LaBarba 
President 


AJLB/ch 


- 


February  23,  1977 


Mr.  Rex  Davis 
Director  of  BATF 
1200  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  N.W. 


Room  4000  F  E 
Washington,  D.C.  20226 

Dear  Mr .  Davis : 

The  following  is  a  transcript  of  the  telegram  sent  you 
today  by  Mr.  R.  M.  Ivie: 

Regarding  matter  of  75%  varietal,  we  support  Wine 
Institute  position.     However,  in  view  of  special 
problems  in  connection  with  Labrusca  grapes  we 
would  support  a  517c  position  for  those  varieties 
only  if  produced  outside  California. 

We  understand  this  will  be  made  part  of  the  official 
record  in  the  matter  of  the  BATF  hearings  on  changes  in 
the  current  regulations. 

Sincerely,  v 

A.  B.  Cribari 
Vice  President  & 
Winemas ter 


ABC: pi 


OJ  ine  Consultants  ^ 
of  California 


P.O.  Box  15238 

John  M.  Brcnnan  San  Diego,  California  921 15 

President  (714)287-8740 


February  25,  1977 


Rex  B.  Davis 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco,  and  Firearms 
Washington,  DC  20226 

Dear  Mr.  Davis: 

Although  you  are  well  aware  of  our  research,  I  would  like  to  communicate 
some  statements  for  the  official  record. 

We  strongly  encourage  that  the  new  BATF  regulations  include  a  requirement 
that  the  residual  sugar  levels  of  all  wines  be  stated  on  each  label,  of 
courie  allowing  an  acceptable  tolerance  range.    And  we  are  also  strongly 
in  favox  of  a  regulation  which  specifies  the  month  and  year  of  bottling 
(+  one  month)  for  all  non-vintage  wines. 

"i  have-  enclosed  two  copies  of  our  recent  publication  to  be  included  in 
the  official  record.    The  data  demonstrates  the  fact  that  current  label 
requirements  are  of  no  use  to  the  consumer  in  determining  the  dryness 
or  sweetness  of  any  wine.     As  consistency  from  batch  to  batch  in  non-vintage  wine 
is  more  myth  than  reality,  the  appearance  of  the  bottle  fill  dates  on  the 
labels  of  non-vintage  wine  would  be  of  significant  use  to  the  consumer. 

Best  wishes  for  successful  implementation  of  the  new  standards. 


Sincerely, 


John  M.  Brennan 


JMB/dlp 


3680  Air  Park  Street  362-0933-4-5-6     Memphis,  Tenn.  38118 


February  25,  1977 


Mr.  Rex  Davis 
Director  B.A.T.F. 
Washington,  D.C.  20226 

Dear  Rex: 

We  in  Memphis,  Tennessee  strongly  support  the  Wine  Institute's  position 
concerning  "New  Wine  Standards"  for  the  USA. 

I  also  support  the  B.A.T.F. 's  desire  to  improve  and  bring  up  to  date 
our  national  wine  standards. 

A  government  seal  on  wines  would  just  futher  confuse  the  general  public. 

I  teach  a  wine  appreciation  course  at  Memphis  State  University.  My  students 
rate  Vintner  reputation  the  single  most  important  standard  for  quality. 

The  proposed  government  seal  would  only  confuse  them." 

Best  of  luck  on  your  new  wine  standards  decision. 

Thanks , 

VICTOR  L.  ROBILIO  COMPANY 


Victor  L.  Robilio,  Jr. 
President 


VLR/hbc 


ATF  HQS  WSH 
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ICS  IPMRNCZ  CSP 

805238025S  TDRN  PASO  ROBLES  CA  25  02-26  071 2P  EST 
PMS  DIRECTOR  BUREAU  OF  ALCOHOL  TOBACCO  AND  FIREARMS 
WASHINGTON  DC  20226 

PLEASE  BE  ADVISED  THAT  vPECK  RANCHES,  FAVORS  THE  WINE  .INSTITUTES 
POSITION  RELATING  TO  W I NE  STAUD'ARDS  AS  STATED  IN  THEIR  POSITION 
PAPER  DATED  JANUARY  17  1977 
DONALD  C  PECK 

1946  EST 
ATF  HQS  WSH 
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knio  Agricultural  Marketing  Association 


GENERAL  OFFICES 

245  N.  HIGH  STREET 
COLUMBUS,    OHIO  43216 
TELEPHONE  (614)  225-B795 


February  25,  1977 


Director 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  firearms 
Treasury  Department 
85  Marconi  Blvd. 
Columbus  OH  43215 

Regarding  hearings  on  appelation  of  origins  for  wines: 

The  Tri-County  Grape  Growers  Inc.,  through  a  vote  of  its  Board  of 
Directors,  supports  a  appelation  of  origin  of  "Lake  Erie"  for  wines 
produced  from  along  Lake  Erie. 

The  Board  feels  this  is  an  appropriate  and  accurate  appelation  of 
origin,  and  encourages  the  acceptance  of  said  appelation. 


Reed  Van  an 

Manager  Representative 
Tri-County  Grape  Growers  Inc. 


RV/bjs 


UNIVERSITY  OF  WASHINGTON 


SEATTLE,  WASHINGTON  93195 


February  28,  1977 


School  of  Law 
Condon  Hall 


Mr.  Rex  D.  Davis 

Director,  Bureau  of  Alcohol, 

Tobacco  and  Firearms 
Federal  Building 
1200  Pennsylvania  Avenue  NW 
Washington,  D.C.  20223 

Dear  Mr .  Davis : 

I  do  not  often  write  letters  to  people  in  government, 
but  I  heard  news  this  morning  that  compels  me  to  do  so. 
What  I  heard  was  that  your  Bureau  intends  to  establish  a 
series  of  regulations  on  wine  involving  either  (i)  govern- 
ment _  certification  as  to  quality,  or  (ii)  labelling 
stating  type  of  grapes  used  (and  in  what  percentages) 
and  where  they  are  grown. 

This  seems  to  me  to  be  foolishness  for  the  following 
reasons : 

(1)  Exactly  what  your  Bureau  would  certify  is  unclear. 
Bouquet,   fruitiness,  astringency  or  other  of  wine's 
remarkably  subjective  and  delightful  characteristics? 
Even  the  technically-minded  Germans  gave  up  on  this. 

(2)  Anyone  who  would  use  such  information  to  purchase 
wine  is  probably  incapable  of  appreciating  the  differences 
implied.  *  . 

(3)  The  subtleties  of  wine  lie  in  the  growing  and  produc- 
tion processes.     Thus,  wines  of  the  same  graDe  variety  and 
from  fields  a  mile  apart  can  vary  almost  infinitely,  depen 
ing  on  the  skill  and  intention  of  the  vintner.     Your  pur- 
ported regulations  are  hopelessly  simplistic. 

(A)  Such  regulation  is  unnecessary.     People  buy  wine,  try 
it,  and  buy  it  again  if  they  enjoy  it.     A  truly  unpleasant 
wine  will  not  hold  a  high  price  for  long. 


Charles  A.  Taylor 
Research  Consultant 


CAT/cp 
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February  28,  1977 


Director, 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms 
Washington,  D.  C.  20226 

Gentlemen : 

As  a  distributor  of  Beer  and  V/ine  for  Oakland  County,  State  of 
Michigan  I  wish  to  protest  and  definetly  oppose  the  use  of  the 
"ATF  Seal  Wine  for  the  following  reasons,   (a)  You  can  rest  assured 
the  "seal"  will  be  exploited  both  pro  and  con  by  growers,  wineries, 
distributors  and  retailers  alike  to  a  most  gullible  public.  (B) 
I  feel  such  a  ,!Seal"  as  you  propose  would  be  taken  out  of  context, 
with  the  thought  of  complete  approval  by  the  Government  as  a  high 
priced,  high  Quality  wine.   (C)  I  feel  the  buying  public  should  be 
the  judge  of  any  product  so  long  as  it  does  not  interfere  with  its 
health,  well  being  or  welfare. 

I  urge  again  that  this  "ATF"Seal  not  be  used.  It  is  another  Beau- 
recratic  interference  in  the  everyday  business  of  manufacture  and 
selling  of  wines  in  this  country.  We  have  enough  competition  from 
imports  as  is. 


Very  truly  yours, 

-  '         /  :■■/   /  . 

/    Harold  A.  Cousins 
President 

City  Beverage  Co.  Inc 


HAC/hb 


HILLS  VINEYARDS,  INC. 

Suite  iooo,  311  California  Street,  San  Francisco,  California  94104  .  Telephone  [415]  39S-04S0 

March  2,  1977 

Mr,  Eiox  D,  Davis 
Director,  13ureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms 
Washington,  D.  c.  20226 

Dear  Mr.  Davis i 

We  wish  to  inform  the  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and 
Firearms  that  we  are  opposed  to  the  concept  of  an  "ATP 
seal"  vine,  since  it  does  not  protect  the  consumer's  interes 
'until  such  time  that  regulations  could  guarantee  taste 
superior  compared  to  other  wines  of  a  similar  type,  we  will 
continue  to  oppose  the  use  of  an  "ATF  seal"  ,    An  "ATF  seal" 
would  confuse  the  consumer  since  he  would  infer  a  taste 
superiority  when  poor  tasting  wine  could  legally  be  sold 
under  "the  seal"  as  long  as  they  were  within  the  necessary 
regulatory  requirements. 

lie  believe  that  current  regulations  concerning  vintage 
dating  should  be  changed  because  they  are  not  understood 
by  consumers.     Vintage  dating  should  have  nothing  to  do 
with  the  percentage  of  grapes  grown  in  the  appellation  or 
viticultural  area  shown  on  the  label.     However,  wo  support 
the  idea  that  in  order  to  use  a  varietal  name,  at  least 
75}o  of  the  wine  must  be  derived  from  that  variety  of  grape 
(with  or  without  a  vintage  date)* 

tfe  do  support  the  concept  that  an  "Estate  bottled" 
wine  should  be  derived  entirely  from  grapes  grown  on  land 
owned  or  controlled  by  the  bottling  winery,  located 
entirely  within  the  viticultural  area  or  vineyard  shown 
on  the  label j  and  if  vintage  dated,  that  95:i  of  the  grapes 
must  be  harvested  in  the  stated  year. 


Sincerely, 


HILLS  VINEYARDS,  INC. 


Austin  E.  Hills 
President 


THE  AUTHORITATIVE  VOICE  01'  THE  WINE  INDUSTRY 


2  March  1977 


Mr.  RexD.  Davis 
Director 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  &  Firearms 
Treasury  Department 
Washington,  D.C.  20226 

Dear  Rex: 

I  enclose  the  copy  of  Oude  Libertas  (publication  of  Stellenbosch 
Wine  Trust  in  South  Africa)  because  of  the  editorial  on  p.  2  and  4. 
It  deals  with  matters  almost  identical  to  those  with  which  we  all 
have  been  dealing  in  the  February  label-and- A .  O .  hearings  here 
and  in  Washington.    You  will  be  particularly  interested  in  the 
comments  as  to  the  "seal  grade"  in  South  Africa. 

I  request  that  you  include  the  editorial  in  the  record  of  the  hearing 


Cordially, 


Philip  Hiaring 
Editor  &;  Publisher 


PH/dtk-c 
Enclosure 


703  Market  St.,  San  Francisco.  Calif.  94 1 03    Telephone  (4 1 5)  392-1  1 46 


C4i  Ilk  V 


VINTNERS  are  agreed  that  only  wines  of  good 
quality  should  he  offered  to  the  public.  They  arc, 
however,  not  always  in  agreement  regarding  a  defi- 
nition of  quality  and  how  this  word  should  he 
used  in  communicating  to  the  buying  public  which 
wines  qualify  for  this  appellation. 

If  the  word  "quality"  is  applied  to,  say.  the  best 
10  per  cent,  then  logically  the  remaining  90  per 
cent  must  by  implication  be  of  an  inferior  or  low 
quality.  If,  conversely,  the  word  "quality"  applies 
to  the  90  per  cent,  then  by  the  same  logic  the  10 
per  cent  must  be  described  as  of  superior  quality. 

The  Germans  use  the  words  "quality  wine"  on  95 
per  cent  of  their  wines  and  can  be  justly  proud 
3f  them  because  they  are  by  any  definition  wines 
of  good  quality.  The  remaining  5  per  cent  are 
called  table  wines,  and  the  German  vintners  are 
working  hard  at  eliminating  this  word  from  the 
German  wine  vocabulary.  They  have  recognised 
that  it  is  not  in  the  interests  of  wine  marketing  to 
use  such  a  word. 

The  French  use  words  like  A.O.C.,  V.D.Q.S., 
vin  du  pays,  to  denote  quality  and  apply  these  to 
something  like  30  per  cent  of  their  wines.  The 
remainder  are  known  as  "vin  ordinaire"  or  in  the 
new  EEC  terminology  "table  wine'  The  French 
vintners  would  dearly  like  to  gei  rid  of  this  term, 
but  to  date  have  not  succeeded.  The  sfucture  and 
history  of  their  wine  industry  is  responsible. 

PROVEN  SYSTEM 

The  Americans,  having  developed  their  wine 
market  in  a  different  age  where  tiVy  diu  not  have 
to  find  a  way  of  bringing  1  000  years  of  traditional 
wine  marketing  and  selling  into  the  20th  century, 
as  usual  leave  things  to  the  well-tried  and  proven 
system  of  using  the  trade  mark  as  a  symbol  of 
quality. 

In  South  Africa  we  are  at  present  in  a  very  un- 
fortunate state  of  confusion,  and  until  we  remove 
this,  wine  sales  will  suffer. 

Until  1973  we  followed  the  American  system  of 
trade  mark  marketing,  and  were  tremendously  suc- 
cessful: there  was  an  eight-fold  increase  from  1945 
to  1973. 

In  1973  our  Government  introduced  the  system 
of  certified  wines,  and  ignoring  completely  the 
experiences  of  other  countries,  introduced  simul- 
taneously three  quality  grades.  The  inevitable  con- 
fusion has  emerged. 

When  we  associated  ourselves  with  this  new  sys- 
tem of  certifying  certain  wines  in  1973,  we  made 
it  abundantly  clear  that  its  success  or  failure  would 
be  dependent  entirely  on  the  extent  to  which  it 
would  have  a  catalytic  effect  on  the  improvement 
in  the  total  consumption  of  wines.  There  is  little 
evidence  to  date  that  this  is  happening. 

Already  in  1974  we  asked  the  Government  to  re- 
view the  situation,  but  our  pleas  fell  on  deaf  ears. 

KEY  PROBLEM 

'he  key  problem  is  the  fact  that  we  have  three^ 
quality  grades.  One  is  called  "superior"  and  is  indi 
cated  as  such  on  the  label;  another,  not  specifically  > 
described,  but  being  the  "seal  grade",  (i.e.  those- 
having  a  Government  seal)  creates  an  artificial^ 
quality  grade  in  the  eyes  of  the  consumer.  The! 
remaining  95  per  cent,  the  backbone  of  the  South  ' 
African  wine  industry,  is.  as  a  result  of  the  system, 
relegated  to  a  lower  grade,  although  the  de  facto 
quality  is  in  no  way  different  or  inferior  to  "seal 
grade".  Yet,  the  issue  of  seals  for  this  95  per  cent 
at  present  either  not  possible,  or  discouraged/ 
:-fcj£Stem. 

In  the  SouuTTVfriKTnwine  industry  we  are  very 
proud  indeed  of  the  quality  of  all  the  natural  wines 
we  sell,  whether  these  are  in  a  relatively  modest 
price  bracket  or  in  a  relatively  expensive  price 


\isat  pi 
bythc- 


bracket.  Others  again  seem  to  believe  that  the  term 
"quality  wine"  applies  to  not  more  than  approxi- 
mately 5  per  cent  of  our  wines. 

South  Africa  has  a  unique  system  of  selecting 
its  top  quality  wines  which  has  its  roots  in  the  his- 
tory and  tradition  of  our  industry. 

Approximately  half  the  crop  is  distilled.  One 
sixth  is  converted  into  dessert  wines  and  aperitifs, 
leaving  approximately  a  third  of  the  vintage  for 
conversion  into  natural  wines  of  good  quality.  In 
fact  in  South  Africa  the  official  term  for  these 
wines  is  "good  wine". 

The  French  have  a  highly  complex  control  sys- 
tem to  ensure  that  French  wines  do  not  lose  the 
appellation  "quality"  and  the  Germans,  thorough 
as  always,  have  brought  about  a  situation  where 
95  per  cent  of  their  wines  are  in  fact  of  a  high 
quality  and  hence  can  correctly  apply  the  descrip- 
tive term  "quality  wine". 

SEGREGATE  QUALITIES 

The  French  do  not  label  any  of  their  wines  with 
the  words  "quality  wine"  but  their  system  does, 
without  any  doubt,  place  emphasis  on  wines  of  good 
quality  and  segregate  the  better  qualities  from  the 
lesser  qualities.  Their  Appellation  d'Origine  Con- 
trolee  is  looked  upon  as  being  a  quality  indication. 

The  Germans  on  the  other  hand  actually  use 
the  words  "quality  wine"  on  the  labels  of  95  per 
cent  of  their  wines  and  have  thereby  achieved  a 
two  fold  objective.  Their  wines  are  de  facto  quality 
wines  and  what  is  equally  important,  everyone  who 
knows  German  wines,  knows  and  believes  they  are 
quality  wines. 

We  in  South  Africa  have  wines  of  excellent 
quality  in  various  price  categories.  Already  in  the 
1960's  we  produced  wines  of  excellent  quality  in 
large  volume,  yet  at  modest  prices.  Wines  such  as 
Lieberstein,  Virginia,  Tassenberg,  Zonnhcimer  and 
others  bear  witness  to  this.  Inter  alia,  a  man  of 
the  stature  of  the  late  Paul  Sauer  repeatedly  drew 
attention  to  the  high  quality  of  these  modestly 
priced  South  African  wines.  He  regularly  served 
them  in  his  home  and  at  banquets,  which  in- 
cluded people  of  international  status  who  knew 
the  wines  of  the  world. 

We  at  Stellenbosch  Farmers'  Wineries  are  very 
proud  of  the  quality  of  our  wines  and  apply  the 
maxim  that  all  South  African  natural  wines  arc 
quality  wines  with  some  of  them  of  an  outstand- 
ing quality. 

MATTER  OF  CONCERN 

It  is  therefore  not  only  a  matter  of  disappoint- 
ment but  also  of  concern  that  there  are  others  in 
the  industry  who  have  not  recognised  this  funda- 
mental truth,  and  not  only  make  but  a  token  con- 
tribution to  the  marketing  of  these  low-price 
quality  wines,  but  suggest  by  implication  that  they 
are  low  quality  wines. 

Our  certified  wine  system  is  an  example  of  a 
situation  where  others  seem  to  think  differently. 
The  fact  that  with  few  exceptions  our  natural 
wines,  irrespective  of  price,  are  wines  of  high 
quality,  seems  to  have  escaped  those  who  intro- 
duced the  system.  The  system  seems  to  be  based 
on  the  erroneous  assumption  that  a  third  of  the 
South  African  vintage  must  be  compared  with  the 
whole  of  the  French  vintage,  and  that  a  quality 
control  system  deliberately  designating  a  small 
portion  of  the  crop  as  being  of  high  quality  is  called 
for. 

This  is  certainly  not  the  case  and  there  is  ample 
evidence  to  suggest  that  all  South  African  natural 
wines,  whether  they  claim  origin  or  not,  and 
whether  they  have  a  Government  seal  or  not,  are 
wines  of  a  standard  which  entitles  them  to  be 
labelled  and  known  as  "quality  wines". 

(Continued  on  page  4) 
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Ju  Grave 
wines 
off  the 
market 


NEDERBURG  WINES  has 
announced  that,  with  immedi- 
ate effect,  the  Johann  Graue 
Estate  Wines  will  no  longer  be 
marketed. 

Up  to  the  1976  vintage,  these 
wines  and  the  Nederburg  wines 
were  made  in  the  same  crush- 
ing cellar  at  Nederburg.  How- 
ever, legislation  no  longer 
makes  this  practice  possible. 

NEDERBURG 

The  grapes  from  the  vine- 
yards previously  utilised  for 
the  Johann  Graue  Estate  wines 
will  continue  to  be  supplied 
to  Nederburg  to  be  used  in 
producing  Nederburg  wines. 

Certain  of  the  residual 
Johann  Graue  Estate  wine 
stocks  will  be  labelled  and 
marketed  as  Nederburg  wines. 

In  addition,  Nederburg  will 
continue  to  produce  scarce  and 
unique  wines  for  sale  at  the 
annual  Nederburg  Auction,  as 
it  has  done  in  the  past  two 
years. 


RETAIL  DEAL 


s 


for  rest 
of  Kramer 
shares 


THE  "highly  successful  Solly 
Kramer  liquor  retailing  business", 
as  it  was  described  by  Don  Wilkin- 
son in  the  Financial  Mail,  has  fol- 
lowed the  same  course  as  Stellen- 
bosch Farmers*  Winery  in  making 
arrangements  to  become  a  wholly 
owned  subsidiary  of  SA  Breweries. 

SA  Breweries  will  acquire  the  35 
per  cent  of  shares  which  it  does 
not  yet  hold  either  by  a  scheme  of 
arrangement  or  by  a  standby  cash 
offer  of  1 10  cents  per  share,  which 
is  equivalent  to  the  existing  market 
price. 

DIVIDEND 

At  the  company's  year  end  in 
March  1977,  shareholders  are  also 
assured  of  a  dividend  of  7.5  cents, 
once  the  scheme  or  offer  has  gone 
through. 

"On  the  face  of  it,  the  deal  has 
some  attractions,"  comments  Wil- 
kinson. "Those  who  bought  the 
shares  back  in  1975  at  their  75  cent 
low  . . .  can  hardly  complain." 
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WINE  has  been  produced  ill 
Brilain  since  A  D  280,  but  never 
in  great  quantities.  The  industry 
suffered  a  setback  after  the  dis- 
solution of  the  monasteries  in 
the  1 6th  century,  for  it  was  the 
Augustine  monks  who  estab- 
lished some  of  Britain's  finest 
early  vineyards. 

It  is  only  within  the  last  twenty 
years  that  viticulture  has  once 
more  begun  to  flourish  on  these 
shores,  and  the  industry  is  still 
a  squalling  infant.  Last  year 
only  170  000  bottles  of  wine 
were  produced  (and  this  was  a 
record,  three  times  higher  than 
the  previous  average). 

But  it  is  quite  an  achievement  to 
produce  wine  here  at  all.  It  was 
once  held  to  be  a  natural  law 
that  wine  could  not  be  produced 
north  of  latitude  50  degrees.  A 
few  dogged  individualists  set 
out  to  disprove  this  theory. 
People  like  Major-Gcneral  Sir 
Guy  Salisbury  Jones  of  Ham- 
bledon, near  Portsmouth.  On  a 
recent  visit  to  Hampshire  I  met 
this  doyen  of  British  viti- 
culturists. 

ENCHANTED 

He  was  enchanted  to  hear  that  I 
represented  Oude  Libertas  for 
he  knows  South  Africa  well  and 
has  a  keen  respect  for  our  wines, 
having  been  head  of  Britain's 
military  mission  to  General 
Smuts  for  two  years  during  the 
last  war. 

This  five-acre  vineyard  nestles  on 
the  southern  slopes  of  Windmill 
Down,  overlooking  that  cradle 
of  cricket,  Broadhalfpenny 
Down.  It  was  late  September 
when  I  saw  it  for  the  first  time, 
the  leaves  glistening  after  a  rare 
fall  of  soft  autumn  rain.  It 
seemed  odd  that  in  this  cool 
weather  the  British  should  be 
only  a  fortnight  off  harvest 
time.  Till  now  I  always  as- 
sociated grape  harvests  with 
blazing  heat. 

Here  the  scene  was  altogether 
softer,  the  impression  heightened 
by  the  gauzy  effect  of  grapes 
viewed  through  netting  —  which 
covered  the  vineyard  from  one 
end  to  the  other. 

OFFENDERS 

"Birds,"  explained  Sir  Guy 
bitterly.  "They're  a  frightful 
nuisance  —  and  the  worst 
offender  is  the  blackbird,  which 
is  protected  in  this  country.  The 
French  shoot  them."  He  stom- 
ped off,  leaving  me  in  no  doubt 
about  his  views  on  avine  capital 
punishment. 

During  the  summer.  Hambledon 
is  open  to  the  public.  Parties 
stream  in  at  35p  a  time.  They 
visit  the  wine-press,  listen  to  a 
pre-recorded  talk  by  Sir  Guy. 
wander  through  the  vineyard, 
and  indulge  in  cups  of  tea.  Sir 
Guy  produces  only  one  wine,  a 
dry  white  blend  of  various 
cultivars,  including  Pinot  Noir. 
Pinot  Meunier  and  Chardonnay. 
Seyval  vines,  grafted  on  to 
American   rootstock.  were 


originally  planted,  but  these  are 
gradually  being  replaced. 
Unfortunately  there  is  no  oppor- 
tunity to  taste  the  Hambledon 
vintage,  though  bottles  are  for 
sale  at  just  over  £2  each.  The 
high  price  is  largely  blamed  on 
the  exorbitant  excise  duty  — 
British  growers  are  levied  50p 


shop.  Merrydown  also  has  its 
own  vineyards  and  produces 
about  three  thousand  bottles  of 
Riesling  Sylvaner  a  year.  Both 
vineyards  contain  for  the  most 
part  rooted  cuttings  of  the 
Mueller-Thurgau  (Riesling  Syl- 
vaner) variety,  though  some  ex- 
periments are  being  conducted 


Christies  today,  at  the  com- 
mencement of  a  four-day  wine 
sale,  an  1825  claret  fetched  £300. 
It  is  good  to  know  there  are  still 
people  who  feel  money  is  no 
object  when  it  conies  to  wine. 
Though  I  fear  £50  a  glass  would 
be  the  death  of  me. 


a  bottle,  whereas  French  and 
German  growers  pay  less  than 
lp.  But  despite  its  relatively  high 
price.  Sir  Guy  has  found  a  small 
export  market  in  Germany  and 
France. 


Sir  Guy  is  not  Britain's  only  viti- 
culturist.  There  are  over  a 
hundred  producers,  only  a  hand- 
ful of  whom  bottle  their  own 
wine.  Many  of  the  smaller 
farmers  send  their  crops  to  a  co- 
operative, Merrydown.  in  Sus- 
sex, where  the  wine  is  produced, 
bottled  and  labelled,  and  re- 
turned to  each  individual  estate. 
Each  wine  is  kept  separate,  so 
that  even  the  smallest  grower 
can  claim  that  the  wine 
marketed  under  his  label  is  made 
solely  from  his  own  grapes.  And 
there  are  some  small  producers 

—  the  minimum  Merrydown  will 
accept  is  1  Vi  hundredweight  of 
grapes. 

Hie  scheme  has  proved  highly 
successful.  Growers  pay  in  wine 

—  a  percentage  is  kept  back  for 
the  co-operative's  own  use, 
either  for  blending  or  for  selling 
under  its  own  label  in  their 


with  new  cultivars  such  as 
Huxelrebe,  Reichensteiner, 
Faber.  Kerner  and  Marien- 
steiner. 

Like  Hambledon.  Merrydown's 
vineyards  are  netted  to  keep  off 
the  birds.  They  have  few 
diseases,  the  only  real  problem 
being  botrytis.  Spraying  con- 
tinues throughout  the  summer. 

FRUIT  WINES 

The  co-operative  also  produces  a 
wide  variety  of  fruit  wines  (they 
may  be  called  wines  here),  in- 
cluding blackberry,  orange,  gin- 
ger, elderberry,  cherry,  goose- 
berry, red,  black  and  white  cur- 
rant, two  varieties  of  apple  wine, 
mead  and  cider.  Visitors  are 
welcome  and  during  the  sum- 
mer there  are  regular  tours  con- 
ducted by  the  wa™"  ind  well- 
informed  Louise  Wooo->.  Tours 
cost  45p  and  include  a  tasting 
of  two  wines.  I  plumped  lor  one 
of  their  blended  whitt  wines 
(grape),  and  the  gooseberry.  I 
hope  it  is  not  disloval  to  I 
preferred  the  gooseberry. 

If  you're  planning  a  summer  visit 
to  Britain  and  would  like  to 
visit  a  vineyard,  write  to  The 
Secretary.  English  Vineyards 
Association,  The  Vineyards, 
Cricks  Green.  Felsted,  Essex. 
The  Merrydown  Wine  Com- 
pany's address  is  Horam  Manor. 
Horam,  Heathfield,  Sussex. 

MONEY  NO  OBJECT 

At  present  there  is  scant  legislation 
on  the  labelling  of  British  wines, 
but  since  September  I  the  Euro- 
pean Economic  Community  has 
introduced  new  regulations  for 
the  description  and  presentation 
of  wines.  Each  member  state  is 
responsible  for  implementing 
the  regulations  within  its  own 
borders,  and  a  consultative 
document  is  currently  being 
circulated  here.  Stern  stuff. 

To  conclude  on  a  lighter  note.  At 


Kompliment 
vir  SBW  se 
publikasie 
oor  wyn 

DAAR  is  nie  *n  beter  adver- 
tensie  vir  'n  produk  as  'n 
tevrede  verbruiker  nie.  In 
hicrdic  geval  is  die  "produk" 
SBW  se  publikasie  Die 
Wonder  van  Wyn,  waaroor 
ons  'n  mooi  komplimcntere 
briefie  van  'n  lcsercs  ontvang 
hct.  Hier  volg  'n  uittreksel 
uit  mev.  Toos  Snijman  van 
Stellcnbosch  se  brief: 

"Na  die  lees  van  u  brosjure  Die 
Wonder  van  Wyn  kan  ek 
nie  nalaat  om  u  te  kompli- 
menteer  met  hierdie  prag- 
tige  uitgawe  nie.  Die  uit- 
staande  fotografie  en  druk- 
werk  maak  dit  'n  lus  vir  die 
oog  en  die  inhoud  ewenaar 
die  uiterlike. 

"Ek  het  nog  nie  'n  publikasie 
in  hande  gehad  wat  in  so 
kort  bestek  so  'n  gebalan- 
scerde  oorsig  gee  nie:  ener- 
syds  van  die  kulturele  agter- 
grond  en  andersyds  'n  be- 
sonder  oorsigtelike  opsom- 
ming  en  bespreking  van  die 
verskillende  wynsoorte.  Dit 
is  duidelik  dat  die  boekie 
saamgestel  is  met  dieselfde 
sorg  waarmee  u  firma  sy 
wyn  behandel." 

•  Gratis  eksemplare  van  Die 
Wonder  van  Wyn  kan 
bestel  word  van  Die  Skakel- 
afdeling,  Stellenbosch-Boere- 
wynmakery  Beperk,  Posbus 
45,  Stellenbosch  7600.  Dit  is 
ook  in  Engels  beskikbaar  as 
The  Miracle  oj  Wine. 


Quality  wines 


(Continued  from  page  7) 

It  has  now  become  obvious  that  our  present  sys- 
tem has  not  recognised  this  fundamental  truth  be- 
cause if  it  did,  why  did  it  establish  three  categories? 

The  absence  of  the  appellation  "quality"  directly 
or  indirectly  in  relation  to  our  modestly  priced 
country  wines  must  have  a  negative  effect  on  the 
marketing  of  these  wines  -  particularly  as  the 
European  wine  laws  also  stigmatise  wines  not 
labelled  "quality  wines". 

South  African  wines  are  unquestionably  of  world 
standard  and  this  applies  to  all  our  natural  wines, 
not  only  to  the  small  quantity  that  bears  a  Govern- 


ment seal  in  terms  of  the  certified  wine  system.  We 
express  the  sincere  wish  that  all  those  who  influence 
the  production  and  marketing  of  natural  wines  in 
South  Africa  will  come  to  the  realisation  that  our 
wines  (with  very  little  exception)  are  of  high  quality 
and  deserve  the  appellation  "quality  wine'". 

Once  this  realisation  has  manifested  itself  and 
the  relative  negative  elements  in  our  certified  wine 
system  have  been  removed,  then  it  will  be  con- 
siderably easier  to  communicate  to  the  public  at 
large  that  even  if  they  pay  a  modest  price  for  our 
country  wines,  and  even  if  they  have  no  seal,  they 
are  indeed  drinking  some  of  South  Africa's  quality 
wines. 
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THE  DIRECTOR 

BUREAU  OF  ALCOHOL,  TOBACCO  AMD  FIREARMS 
WASHINGTON   DC  20226 


WE   STRONGLY   SUPPORT   CALIFORNIA   WINE   INSTITUTE'S   POSITION  RELATING 
TO   WINE    STANDARDS    AND   OPPOSE   CONCEPT    OF    ATF    F  E  A  L    WINE    AS  MISLEADING 
THE  PUBLIC   AND  AGAINST   ATF   ANNOUNCED  POLICY. 

PACIFIC   WINES    AND   SPIRITS  IMC, 

^  20:41  EST 


MGMCOMP    M  G M 


PHONE:    (415)  6G4-0210 


EDWARD  H.  NERVO 

Winery  t»  rail  Service  Consultant 


1439-39TH  AVENUE 
FALLEN   LEAF  RAILROAD 


San   Francisco  94122 


,\.AitE  ::.  novc 

)  -  3  .'Kb  vvoiiua 
incioco,  California 


Mr.   Rex  Travis 

IT.   S.  Bureau  of    Vlcohol,  Tob \cco  Z-.  Firearms 
San  Francisco,  California 

Pear  Sir: 

-  contend  that  all  uine  produced  in  California  should  shou  on  the  label  that 
95  per  cent  of  the  .rapes  3,,   fro,,  a  particular  area  and  that  any  particular 
varietv  of  v.ino  ,;ust  be  derived  85  per  cent  of  the  specific  grape  on  the  laoel 
Any  Napa  or  £ono...a  county  uinory  receiving  grapes  or  v.ine  fro.,  any  other  area 
should  specify  this  on  the  label. 

I  feel  qualified  to  wake  this  statement  as  I  v.as  in  the  -.  ine  and  grape  bufcir.es 
for  auj  years.  ,;  Fact  is,  ...y  p  -rents     tarted  in  the  Src  of  grapes  ana  vine 

aroducin'^-  ay  back  in  189G.     *ar  wine*  v. ere  alvays  ...acc  100  per  cent  iro...  U.e 
iuMftdlatl  area 'and, 85  tcr  cent  specific  grace  siiottn  on  the  label. 

Vvnf   truly  yours, 
L'Jwai-d  in  Nervo 


John  ?e  I.ucn,  \  ine  Institute 


tff  OF  CAl'JDRNIA— AG1ICULTURE  AND  SERVICES  AGENCY 


EDMUND  G.  BROWN  JR. 


rARTMENT  OF  FOOD  AND  AGRICULTURE 

ATE  BOARD  OF  FOOD  AND  AGRICULTURE  1977  MflR  2 1   RMJO:  M) 

10  N^^'ST,  SACRAMENTO,  CALIFORNIA  956M 

BUREAU  TP 

alcohol,  ir:  -.c:d 

March  15,  1977 


AND  FIHEArtrra 


Nr.  Rex  Davis,  Director 

U.S.  Department  of  Treasury 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco,  and  Firearms 

15th  Street  and  Pennsylvania  Avenue 

Washington,  D.C.  20220 

Dear  Mr.  Davis 

me  State  Board  of  Food  and  Agriculture  at  its  meeting  on 
March  3,  1977,  in  Chico,  California,  passed  a  resolution 
urging  the  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco,  and  Firearms  to  adopt 
regulations  embodying  the  modifications  proposed  by  the 
Wine  Institute. 

Enclosed  is  a  copy  of  the  resolution. 
Sincerely 


T>.  A'.  We  in  land 
Executive  Secretary 
(916)  445-7730 


Enclosure 
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TE  OF  CAl!f6*NIA—  AGRICULTURE  AND  SERVICES  AGENCY 


EDMUND  G.  BROWN  JR..  Gov«rnor 


AT'  ^OARD  OF  FOOD  AMD  AGRICULTURE 

o  N  Sweet,  Sacramento,  California  fsew 


ARTMENT  OF  FOOD  AND  AGRICULTURE 


RESOLUTION 


March  3,  1977 


SUBJECT:      PROPOSED  LABELING  REGULATIONS  —  BUREAU  OF  ALCOHOL, 
TOBACCO.   AND  FIREARMS ,   U.   S.    DEPARTMENT  OF  TREASURY 


WHEREAS,  California  is  the  leading  agricultural  state  in  the 
Nation;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  wine  and  grape  industry  is  one  of  the  most  significant 
sectors  in  California   agriculture;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco,  and  Firearms  of  the  United 
States  Department  of  Treasury  has  issued  proposed  regulations 
amending  the  present  rules  governing  the  labeling  of  wine;  and 

WHEREAS,  This  body  has  reviewed  the  amendments  proposed  by  the 
Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco,  and  Firearms  with  a  view  of  their  effect 
upon  the  consumer,  the  wine  industry,  growers,  and  the  Government; 
and 

■WHEREAS ,  This  body  has  studied  the  modifications  of  the  Bureau  of 
Alcohol,  Tobacco,  and  Firearms'   proposed  amendments  as  advanced  by 
the  Wine  Institute;  and 

WHEREAS,  We  find  the  modifications  proposed  by  the  Wine  Institute 
strengthen,  clarify,  and  simplify  the  Fed'eral  regulations  and  are 
in  concert  with  the  interest  of  consumers,  industry,  growers,  and 
Government;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  California  State  Board  of  Food  and  Agriculture, 
meeting  in  Chico  on  March  3,  1977,  strongly  but  respectfully,  urges 
the  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco,  and  Firearms  adopt  regulations 
embodying  the  modifications  proposed  by  the  Wine  Institute,  the 
trade  association  for  85  percent  of  the  vintners  of  California;  and, 
be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  a  copy  of  this  resolution  be  forwarded  to  the 
Honorable  Edmund  G.  Brown,  Jr.,  Governor  of  California;  the  Honorable 
Werner  Blumenthal,  Secretary  of  the  U.   S.   Department  of  Treasury; 
and,  to  Mr.   Rex  Davis,  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco, 
and  Firearms. 


Subscribed 


D.  A.  Weinland.  Executive  Secretary 


Executive  Offices: 


15th  Floor  Hoge  Buildi 
Second  Ave.  at  Cherry 
Seattle,  Washington  98 
(206)  622-1604 


March  24,  1977 


Mr.  Rex  Davis,  Director 


Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms 
Department  of  the  Treasury 
Washington  D.C.  20226 

Dear  Mr .  Davis : 

First,  all  of  us  in  the  Northwest  are  very  grateful  for 
your  kindness  in  allowing  us  to  testify  out  of  order,  and 
for  your  informed  questions  and  comments  concerning  our 
particular  problem. 

I  submit  one  further  consideration  which  would  become 
relevant  should  the  Bureau  see  fit  to  grant  some  part 
of  our  request. 

It  is  understandable  that  in  imposing  additional  restrictions 
(such  as  stiffer  requirements  for  varietal  content  and/or 
indications  of  counties  of  origin)   some  delay  in  effective 
date  of  the  regulations  would  be  indicated.     However,  in  our 
case,  where  existing  restrictions   (either  express  or  implied) 
operate  to  effectively  deny  the  consumer  of  relevant  informatio 
such  as  the  year  the  grapes  were  grown,  the  state  in  which 
they  were  grown,   and  the  state  in  which  the  wine  was  made, 
there  would  seem  to  be  no  reason  for  delay,   since  the  sooner 
that  information  can  be  made  available  to  the  consumer,  the 
better . 

We  would  be  most  grateful  for  your  considering  this  matter 
in  fixing  effective  dates  for  the  various  changes  to  be  made 
in  the  regulations. 

Kind  regards. 


Very  sincerely  yours, 


I 
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Robert  V.  Richardson 
374S  Meadow  Lane 
Lafayette,  CA  94549 

2S  March  19  77 


Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco 
and.  Firearms 
Washington,  D.  C.  20225 

I  am  exercising  the  opportunity,  granted  by  the  Bureau,   to  file 
file  written  comments  on  the  subject  of  proposed  rulemaking 
concerning  27  CFR  Part  4. 

As  with  all  testimony  I  witnessed  at  the  San  Francisco  hearings 
I  urge  the  Bureau  to  abandon  the  seal  wine  proposal.     It  is 
necessary  that  all  wine  meet  stricter  standards.     I  would  urge  the 
Bureau  to  adopt  labeling  procedures  which  require  the  listing  of 
graoe  content  by  percentages  within  a  2%  accuracy.     This  position 
would  seem  to  be  warranted  by  virtue  of  the  Bureau's  duty  to  protect 
the  consumer.     Iluch  testimony  was  heard  by  the  Bureau  concerning 
the  Federal  Alcohol  Administration  Act  and  the  intent  of  the  congres 
in  passing  the  act.     It  surely  must  be  realized  that  the  Bureau's 
duty  is  to  the  consumer  and  not  to  the  industry.     Failure  on  the 
oart  of  the  Bureau  to  require  percentage  labeling  of  wines  will 
result  in  court  action  by  consumers  which  will  have  severe  conse- 
cuences  on  the  wine  industry.     It  is  imperitive  that  the  California 
yine  Institute  position  regarding  varietal  labeling  be  rejected. 
A  75%  varietal  content  for  varietally  labeled  wines  is  indeed  a 
lar~e  change  from  the  woeful  51%  requirement  however  it  is  far 
from  an  accurate  statement  of  the  contents  of  a  wine  bottle. 

If  the  Bureau  finds  that  a  percentage  requirement  is  too 
severe  of  a  burden  for  the  industry  to  handle  at  this  time  I  would 
urge  the  Bureau  to  impose  policies  which  would  head  us  in  that 
direction  forthwith.     1  testified  at  the  San  Francisco  hearings 
that  I  would  like  to  see  more  than  a  75%  requirement  as  proposed 
by  the  Institute.     I  would  rather  see  complete  disclosure,  however 
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if  that  is  not  to  happen,  I  urge  that  rules  be  promulgated  that 
will  allow  me  to  be  certain  of  at  least  8 Of  a  of  any  varietally 
labeled  bottle  of  wine. 

Regarding  other  subjects  discussed  at  the  hearings:     I  would 
urge  the  Bureau  not  to  abandon  the  idea  of  bottle  fill  dates. 
Despite  much  exaggerated  testimony  by  the  industry  as  to  cost  and 
lack  of  helpfulness  of  such  a  requirement  it  is  clear  that  certain 
v/ineries  presently  so  date  their  bottlings  with  no  such  problems. 
Several- wineries  give  the  month,  day.  and  year  of  bottling  by  means 
of  a  coded  number.     This  information  is  invaluable  to  the  consumer 
in  distinguishing  different  lots  of  non-vintage  wines  bottled  at 
different  times  but  appearing  on  the  retail  shelves  simultaneously. 
This  is  not  a  difficult  requirement  to  comply  with  despite  testimony 
to  the  contrary.     It  is  being  done  at  present  by  some  and  should 
be  required  of  all. 

I  again  would  ur^e  the  Bureau  not  to  adopt  a  position  of  the 
California  V7infe  Institiate.     That  position  relates  to  the  percentage 
requirement  for  appellation  of  origin  and  viticultural  areas.  I 
urge  the  Bureau  to  adopt  its  proposal  of  a  95f-S  requirement.  The 
Institute  proposal  of  755'  severely  defeats  the  purpose  of  having 
such  a  requirement.     I  urge  the  adoption  of  your  proposed  rule  4.27 
in  re-ard  to  all  wines  labeled  with  an  appellation  of  origin  or 
viticultural  a.rea. 

I  strongly  urge  the  Bureau  to  make  any  new  rules  which  are 
to  take  effect  apply  across  the  board  with  absolutely  no  grand- 
fathering.    Grandfathering  allows  deceptive  practices  to  continue 
merely  because  the  fraud  has  been  perpetrated  on  the  consumer  for 
many  years.     This  fact  docs  not  justify  mislabeling  or  misleading 
label  statements.     All  Labels  must  be  required  to  meet  any  new 
Bureau  rules  regardless  of  what  practices  may  have  been  acceptable 
in  the  past. 

In  view  of  the  controversy  surrounding  the  term  "estate 
bottled"  I  would  ask  toe  Bureau  to  consider  dropping  the  term 


altogether  and  prohibiting  its  use.     This  would  save  the  Bureau 
from  having  to  decide  the  many  questions  involve  in  the  use  of 
such  a  term  and  spare  the  consumer  the  dubious  advantage  of  one 
more  meaningless  term  to  be  concerned  with.     I  would  rather  rely 
upon  a  vintner's  reputation  as  implied  by  a  brand  name  than  two 
words  the  meaning  of  which  may  imply  less  than  what  estate  bottled 
brings  to  mind  in  terms  of  european  tradition. 

There  was  some  testimony  by  consumers  for  the  need  to  state 
residual  sugar  content  on  the  label.     I  would  urge  the  Bureau  to 
disregard  this  request.     There  are  more  pressing  matters  in  need 
of  attention.     Bogging  the  industry  down  with  label  statements 
which  may  suit  certain  tastes  does  not  help  to  solve  the  real 
problems  of  misleading  labeling.     Certain  wines  are  either  "sweet" 
or  "dry"  as  a  function  of  both  their  nature  and  traditionl  wine 
making  practice.     Slight  differences  in  residual  sugar  content  is 
a  matter  of  taste  and  something  the  consumer  can  explore  singlarly 
without  need  of  a  label  requix^ement . 

Finally,  whatever  changes  the  Bureau  decides  to  set  forth  I 
would  urge  the  shortest  possible     transition  time.     Perhaps  the 
new  Oregon  law  can  be  looked  upon  as  a  model  in  this  matter.  It 
is  my  understanding  that  the  Oregon  lav/  took  effect  in  very  short 
order.  4 

In  closing  may  I  remind  the  Bureau  of  its  obligation  to  the 
consumer.     As  I  stated  in  my  testimony  the  Federal  Alcohol 
Administration  Act  set  forth,  by  congress  to  guide  the  Bureau  is 
filled  with  references  to  consumer  protect  with  absolutely  no 
mention  of  producer's  convsenience .     Please  be  aware  of  the 
immense  consumer  dissatisfaction  with  both  the  present  laws  and  the 
proposed  changes  by  the  California  V/ine  Institute.     Do  not  force  a 
consumer  suit  which  no  one  really  wants  but  which  will  be  resorted 
to  in  frustration  at  efforts  at  having  the  v/ine  industry  live  up 
to  standards  it  is  required  to  by  congressional  pronouncement. 

Sincerely , 
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March  30,  1977 


Director, 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Fire  Arms 
Washington,  D.  C.  20226 

Dear  Sir: 

I  am  writing  regarding  Rule  Making  #304. 

I  have  lived  in  Napa  County  all  of  my  life  and  have 
considered  it  the  most  lovely  and  productive  County 
in  the  state. 

Although  my  property  is  in  the  Eastern  1/4  of  the  county, 
I  am  told  that  some  property  owners   (including  our  Farm 
Bureau  President)  are  requesting  we  not  be  considered 
Napa  Valley.     I  consider  this  grossly  unfair.     I  am  sure 
that  ii:  will  devalue  my  property  as  future  grape  lands 
and  also  change  what  has  historically  been  in  the  Napa 
Valley  Viticultural  Area. 

Please  consider  using  Napa  County  as  the  Napa  Valley 
Viticultural  Area. 

Sincerely,       ,v  //  j 


LOUIS  M.  MARTINI 

Distinguished  California  Wines 

BONDED  WINERY  NO    3596  F.  A  A.  PERMIT  NO  I4W386 

P.  0.  BOX   112   •  ST.   HELENA,   NAPA  COUNTY,  CALIFORNIA  94S74  •  TELEPHONE  707  963-2736 

March  31,  1977 


Mr.  Pvex  D.  Davis 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  &  Firearms 
Dept.  of  the  Treasury 
Washington,  D.C.  20226 

Dear  Mr.  Davis: 

I  would  like  to  enter  into  the  record  of  the  BATF  Label  Regulations  hearing 
some  comments  on  three  areas  that  are  particularly  important  to  our  operations. 
These  comments  are  supplementary  to  those  I  made  while  testifying  for  the 
Wine  Institute  at  the  San  Francisco  hearing. 

(1)  The  requirement  of  showing  a  bottle  fill  date  woulrf  be  particularly 
difficult  for  us  to  comply  with.     Since  we  bottle  age  most  of  our  wines  at 
least  six  months  we  generally  bottle  for  stock  and  not  upon  receipt  of  an 
order.     Our  bottling  line  is  relatively  slow.     As  an  example,  our  records 
show  that  the  large  1971  crop  of  Cabernet  Sauvignon  required  73  separate  days 
of  16  separate  months,  between  November/74  and  January/76  to  bottle.  Most 

of  these  bottling  dates  were  picked  no  more  than  one  week  in  advance  and 
were  determined  by  such  factors  as  requirements  to  make  cooperage  available 
for  other  wines  and  availability  of  bottles.     The  wine  awaiting  bottling 
was  held  under  inert  conditions  in  stainless  steel  tanks  so  did  not  signi- 
ficantly change  from  the  wine  in  the  bottles.     As  you  can  see,  any  require- 
ment to  unpack  labels  to  have  a  month  and  date  printed  on  them  on  such  a 
short  time  schedule  would  be  difficult  and  cause  all  sorts  of  logistic  pro- 
blems.    This  would  certainly  be  reflected  in  the  cost  of  the  product  with 
no  real  value  to  the  consumer.     For  the  few  consumers  that  might  be  inter- 
ested in  this  information  it  is  readily  available  by  either  looking  on  the 
carton  or  reading  the  code  on  the  bottom  of  the  bottle.     For  these  reasons, 
plus  those  I  submitted  orally  at  the  San  Francisco  hearing,  we  ask  that 
you  abandon  the  proposal  of  requiring  a  bottle  fill  date. 

(2)  Some  of  the  testimony  presented  at  the  hearing  on  grape  type  designations 
was  very  bothersome  to  me.     Especially  those  who  insisted  on  1007,  or  wanted 
every  grape  variety  listed  on  the  label.     In  addition  to  my  comments  in  San 
Francisco,  I  think  it  is  imperative  to  point  out  that  a  wine  is  not  simply 
the  squeezings  of  a  grape.     Unlike  other  juices  referred  to  by  the  proponents 
of  100%  varietals  there  is  far  more  to  a  wine  than  the  grape  it  is  made  from. 
For  example,  a  wine  made  from  a  Cabernet  Sauvignon  grape  might  be  able  to 
qualify  for  a  Cabernet  Sauvignon  label  even  though  it  were  made  pink,  or 
white,  or  sweet,  or  fortified,  or  baked,  but  it  would  not  taste  like  a 


LOUIS  M.  MARTINI 


Mr.  Rex  D.  Davis  ' 
Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  &  Firearms 
March  31,  1977 
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Cabernet  Sauvignon  wine  and  would  not  be  acceptable  as  such.     None  of  these 
other  conditions  have  anything  to  do  with  the  grape  yet  are  far  more  im- 
portant to  the  consumer.     Even  when  producing  a  traditional  wine  such  fac- 
tors as  the  area  where  the  grape  is  grown,  temperature  of  fermentation, 
length  of  time  in  contact  with  skins,  type  and  length  of  wood  aging,  type 
of  clarification  and  filtration,  are  far  more  important  than  the  varietal 
composition  of  the  remaining  25%  of  the  grapes.     The  important  question  is, 
"Is  757c  sufficient  to  give  that  wine  a  predominate  characteristic  derived 
from  a  particular  grape?"    As  a  winemaker,  I  think  it  is.     The  real  danger 
in  listing  other  varieties  and  their  percentages  are  the  prejudices  that  may 
be  generated  by  wine  writers  in  the  minds  of  the  consumers  for  or  against 
certain  varieties.     What  works  well  for  one  winery  or  location  may  not  work 
for  another  and  it  would  not  be  to  the  consumer's  long  term  benefit  to 
start  drawing  conclusions  on  blends  in  these  early  stages  of  our  industry's 
development.     It  is  my  opinion  that  we  are  still  a  couple  of  generations 
away  from  concluding  what  constitutes  desirable  blend?*.ng  material  for  a 
given  wine  and  area. 

My  own  contact  with  consumers  would  indicate  that  they  consider  the  757<, 
varietal  requirement  as  a  reasonable  and  adequate  one  and  that  they  do  not 
really  care  what  is  used  as  blending  wines,  if  any,  providing  the  final 
wine  satisfies  them.     I  think  the  Bureau  should  be  aware  that  in  its  eager- 
ness to  protect  the  consumer  it  should  not  impose  restrictive  regulations 
based  on  what  some  consumer:  would  like  to  know  to  satisfy  whatever  ego 
trip  he  may  be  on,  instead  of  what  the  consumer  really  needs  to  know  to 
insure  him  adequate  protection. 

(3)     As  a  producer  primarily  of  vintage  wines  \^e  are  very  interested  that  the 
proposal  of  Wine  Institute,  calling  for  the  95%  requirement  to  apply  to  vin- 
tage only,  be  adopted. 

We  have  long  believed  that  the  vintage  on  a  bottle  of  wine  should  apply  only 
to  the  vintage  and  nothing  else.    Vintage  wines  are  generally  considered  as 
the  winemakers  best  selections  for  that  year  and  there  is  no  rationale  for 
preventing  him  from  taking  advantage  of  blending  techniques  between  areas 
to  improve  his  wine.     These  techniques  are  now  available  to  the  producers 
of  non-vintage  wines.     This  would  also  allow,  in  years  of  short  crops  or 
district  frosts,  the  winery  to  bring  grapes  in  from  another  area  to  main- 
tain a  reasonable  flow  of  his  product  to  market.     Tighter  restrictions 
serve  no  real  purpose  and  only  serve  as  a  hardship  on  the  winery  and  per- 
haps somewhat  lov?er  quality  of  wine. 

We  urge  that  you  consider  these  proposals  of  Wine  Institute  favorably,  as 
we  believe  they  are  as  restrictive  as  are  needed  to  incorporate  consumer 
needs  with  good  winemakin"  practices . 


Sincerely, 


LOUIS  M.  MARTINI 


Louis  P.  Martini 
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April  4,  1977 


Director, 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Fire  Arms 
Washington,  D.  C.  20226 


RE:  Rulemaking  #304 


Dear  Sir: 

As  long  as  I  can  remember,  mineral  water  produced 
locally  has  always  been  considered  Napa  Valley 
(since  1903). 

I  see  no  need  to  take  the  historically  known  areas 
in  Napa  County  out  of  the  term  Napa  Valley.     Most  of 
us  describing  where  we  live  say,   "Napa  Valley",  rather 
than  Napa  County. 

Please  consider  "Napa  Valley"  to  include  all  of  Napa 
County  and  not  discriminate  against  the  outlying 
areas  because  a  few  Grape  Growers  want  more  money. 


Thank  you, 


The  Church  of  God 
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NEW  ADDRESS 
P.O.  BOX 

CARL  O'BEIRN  CLEVELAND.  OHIO  41181 

MINISTER 

April  4,  1977 

Dear  Mr.  Royce: 

Thank  you  for  your  letter  of  February  18th  and  the  enclosure. 

I  am  sure  you  are  familiar  with  the  ancient  maxim    "In  wine  is  truth."    My  con- 
tention is  that  the  sequel  shoud  read  "The  lie  is  on  the  label." 

Since  we  are  buying  wine  and  all  alcoholic  beverages  as  we  purchase  all  our  food- 
stuffs with  scrutiny,  it  appears  seditious  to  me  that  there  is  no  federal  legislation  to 
inform  the  intelligent  consumer  as  to  just  what  it  is  he  is  buying.     I  seriously  doubt 
if  the  majority  of  our  population  checks  the  ingredients  mentioned  on  labeling  of  processed 
foods  or  even  cares.     It  appears  to  me  that  ingredient  labeling  has  been  produced  for 
a  minority,  and  at  their  insistance. 

I  look  at  this  matter  as  a  basic  human  rights  issue.     I  would  not  expect  to  find 
any  other  nation  in  the  world  leading  the  way  towards  the  finer  points  of  human  rights 
than  the  U.S.A.     I  say  that  to  refute  the  logic  that  this  move  would  be  "unprecedented." 

I  am  further  convinced  that  there  is  little  in  harmony  between  the  health  and  well 
being  of  the  individual  and  the  greed  and  underhanded  methods  of  large  corporations. 

In  my  opinion  it  is  only  conscientious  individuals  in  the  government  that  can  enact 
legislation  that  will  tell  the  truth  about  alcoholic  beverages. 

Yes,  I  definitely  believe  that  "thinking  America"  does  want  to  know  what  is  in 
that  bottle  labeled  "wine,"  what  chemical  and  unnatural  processes  it  has  been  subjected 
to,  what  suspicious  materials  it  may  have  been  filtered  through,  and  whether  it  has 
been  pasteurized  or  not.     As  to  pasteurization  of  wine,  we're  not  concerned  about  Bovine 
T.B.  or  Bang's  Disease.     I  for  one  would  appreciate  knowing  the  wine  my  family 
was  consuming  had  not  been  cooked  because  it  couldn't  be  preserved  otherwise. 

To  better  health  for  America, 


INDIANA  WINEGROWER'S  GUILD 


77 


Ben  Sparks.  Executive  Secretary 


POSSUM  TROT  VINEYARDS 


UNIONVILLE.  INDIANA  47468 


4  April  1977 


Mr.  John  De'Luca 
President,  Wine  Institute 
165  Post  Street 
San  Francisco,  CA  9^-108  • 

Dear  Mr,  DeLuca, 

The  Indiana  Winegrower's  Guild  support  the 
Wine  Institute  position  regarding  "ATF  Seal  wine". 
In  particular  we  reinforce  your  opposition  to  "bottle- 
fill  date  and  the  belief  that  the  consuming  public 
will  not  let  -''that  seal  be  a  neutral  symbol". 


cc  Director,  BATF 
Mr.  Rex  D.  Davis 
Director  BATF 
Washington,  D.  C.  20226 

BS/lds 


Sincerely  yours 


April  6,  1977 


Mr.  Rex  Davis,  Director 
Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms 
1111  Constitution  Avenue,  N.W. 
Washington,  D.C.  20224 

Dear  Mr.  Davis: 

We  are  writing  to  inform  you  of  our  serious  concerns  relative  to  the  proposed 
regulations  for  "Appellation  of  Origin",  "Viticultural  Area",  "Estate  Bottled" 
and  "Seal  Wine"  definitions. 

It  is  our  firm  conviction  that  the  proposed  "Seal  Wine"  would  mislead  the  public 
as  to  the  quality  of  the  product.    We  believe  the  consumer  would  interpret  a 
government  "seal  wine"  designation  on  a  bottle  as  a  government  sanction  of  quali 
The  quality  of  wine  is  determined  by  fermentation  methods,  blending,  aging,  and 
other  processes  more  than  by  the  percentage  of  varietal  content. 

In  connection  with  non  "seal  wine",  the  BATF  made  no  proposals  for  changes  in 
the  varietal  labeling  requirements.    It  is  our  understanding  the  Wine  Institute 
recommended  a  751  minimum  varietal  require""-:.it.    It  is  with  the  Wine  Institute 
proposal  that  we  have  our  greatest  concern.    We  believe  this  proposal  was  the 
result  of  a  fear  that  a  compromise  offer  had  to  be  made.    IVhereas  a  751  minimum 
varietal  requirement  may  be  satisfactoiy  for  many  California  vinifera  varieties, 
it  would  be  devastating  to  the  New  York  State  varietal  wine  industry. 

Such  Labrusca  varieties  as  "Concord",  "Delaware",  "Catawba",  and  "Niagara"  would 
be  unpalatable  at  the  75%  varietal  level.    After  30  years  of  experience  in  the 
New  York  State  wine  business,  during  which  time  we  have  extensively  experimented 
with  and  marketed  various  varietal  blends,  our  experience  shows  that  the  Americ 
consumer  would  consistently  reject  a  751  varietal  blend  as  excessively  acidic  i  . 
pungent.    We  would  like  to  point  out  that  many  other  Eastern  varieties  such  as 
Muscadine,  Scuppernong,  and  French- American  hybrids  would  be  adversely  affected 
by  raising  the  present  51%  minimum  varietal  requirement. 

We  trust  that  the  Wine  Institute's  "compromise  proposal"  for  a  75%  varietal  will 
not  be  accepted  in  deference  to  the  destructive  impact  it  would  have  on  the  N.Y. 
and  Eastern  Wine  Industry.  Please  bear  in  mind  that  the  Wine  Institute's  recom- 
mendation in  this  instance  represents  only  that  portion  of  the  California  Wine 
Industry  which  exclusively  grows  vinifera  grapes  and  does  not  give  consideration 
to  other  wine  producing  states. 

At  the  worst,  if  the  Wine  Institute's  "compromise  proposal"  is  given  consideratio 
high  acid  grapes  should  be  excluded  and  the  51%  minimum  varietal  requirement  re- 
tained. 

Just  as  the  present  regulations  have  separate  Sections  pertaining  to  the  producti 
of  high  acid  and  low  acid  wines,  any  new  regulations  should  give  similar  consid- 
erations to  the  uniqueness  of  American  Varietals. 

Sincerely, 

CANANDAIGUA  WINE  COMPANY,  INC. 


Marvin  Sands 
President 
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KpKlt  13,  1977 


l\n.  Rex  Davis,  Vinecto K 

Buneau  o  I  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  VineanmS 
1111  Con6titu.ti.on  Avenue.  M.W. 
Washington ,  V.  C.   2  0  2  2^ 

Vean  l\fi.  Vavis  : 

rh-t-i        -tn  ccmnee-tton  w.c£/t  Jtke  hzatUnQi  held  Vebn.uan.ij  25th  in 
Washington  relative  to  new  BATF  Mine  pKopoials . 

We  neviewed.  some,  oh  the.  testimony  pn.es  ente  d  at  the  healing  and 
ane  extne.mely  distunbed  with  the  (line  Institute' s  proposal  to 
fiaise  the  varietal  minimum  nequin.etnent  ^nom  51%  to  75%. 

We  ane  pnoducens  o^  S  cuppen.no  ng ,   lluscadine,   and  othen  Amenican 
vanietals .     7  a'  we  wene  nequined  to  use  75%  o  &  these  wine  varieties 
ion  vanietal  labeling,  the  nesultant  wine  would  be  excessively 
acidic  and  pungent.     Oven  past  yeans  we  have  found  that  this  is 
not  acceptable  to  the  consuming  public. 

The  Wine  Institute' s  pnoposal  does  not  take  into  account  the 
Special  nequinements   fan.  making  wine  ^nom  Amenican  vanietals. 
S^nce  this  is  not  a  BATF  proposal,  we  tnust  that  this  Vine 
Institute  neconmendation  wilf:  be  nejected  and  the  pnesent  51% 
minimum  be  netained. 

Since,  nely , 


RICUARVS  WT.VE  CELLARS ,  IMC. 


Vice- Tn.es  id  ent 
WWL/nwa 


'  » 


n 


fry £l^—/^aU^  c 
-  -  / 


7 


"A 


k 


L 


...  m 


S  g  o 

2  X  > 

-  • — L  -< 

5»  -I-  </) 


.Vs 

r 


Florence:  vv.  cunny 

County  Clerk  and  Ex  Officio 
Clerk  of  the  Board 


BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 

1115  FIRST  STREET  -  NAPA.  CALIFORNIA  94553 
AREA  CODE  707/253-4386 


April  18,  1977 


Mr.  Rex  Davis,  Director 
Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Fire  Arms 
Benjamin  Franklin  Post  Office 
Washington,  D.C.  20226 


Re:  Rulemaking  #304 

"Labeling  Napa  Valley" 


Dear  Mr.  Davis: 


I  am  District  Four  Napa  County  Supervisor;  a  property  owner  and  grape  grower. 

1  would  like  to  point  out  some  of  the  problems  you  might  facp  by  ai lowing  the 
term  "Napa  Valley"  to  exclude  some  of  the  County.  / 

1  .       Quality  of  grapes,  the  same  in  most  parts  of  the  County 
as  the  Valley  floor. 

2.  Major  financial  problems  to  growers. 

3.  Mineral  wafer  produced  outside  Valley  floor  labeled  as 
Napa  Vailey  since  1903. 

4.  Liability  to  department  due  to  adverse  ruling. 

5.  Historically  and  financially  to  Napa  County  as  a  whole 
should  be  included  in  Napa  Valley  Appellation. 

It  is  my  opinion  that  Napa  Valley  Appellation  should  include  all  of  Napa  County, 

Very  truly  yours, 


Harold  Moskowite 
Supervisor  -  District  No.  4 


CAM  PHAPMA  M 


euceucji  ununiQC 


nnivci  t  c  m  a  rjT7 


uajiai  ri  uosiuuunx 


inuMTUT: 


April  22,  1977 


APR  25  1977 


Hon.  Rex  D.  Davis 
Director 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  &  Firemans 
Department  of  the  Treasury 
Room  4000 

1200  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  N.W. 
Washington,  D.C.  20226 

Dear  Mr.  Davis: 


This  letter  is  written  for  inclusion  in  the  record  of  the  hearing  of 
February  8-10,  1977  regarding  the  Bureau's  proposed  changes  to  27  CFR  Part 
4.     Specifically  I  wish  to  emphise  my  support  for  Wine  Institute's  pro- 
posal to  allow  multi-county  appellation  of  origin  on  wine  labels.  The 
Institute  proposes  that  a  multi-county  appellation  would  qualify  as  a 
geographic  designation  provided  75%  of  the  wine  is  derived  from  grapes 
grown  in  the  named  counties. 


Originally  our  vineyards  were  located  in  Santa  Clara  County  and  the 
grapes  we  utilized  to  make  our  wine  were  grovm  within  this  county.  How- 
ever, the  increasing  urbanization  of  Santa  Clara  County  has  forced  us  to 
obtain  vineyard  acreage  in  Monterey  County  if  we  wish  to  remain  in  the 
wine  business.     Therefore,  many  of  our  wines  are  now  produced  from  grapes 
derived  from  both  Monterey  and  Santa  Clara  counties.     We  have  labeled  the 
wine  accordingly,  with  the  approval  and  permission  of  your  Bureau.  Your 
proposed  regulations  do  not  recognize  multi-county  appellations  and  if 
adopted  in  the  form  in  which  proposed  would  seriously  jeopardize  the  market- 
ing and  sale  of  many  of  our  wines.     Presently  consumers  of  our  wines  know 
that  the  grapes  were  grown  within  both  Monterey  and  Santa  Clara  counties. 
If  you  adopt  your  proposed  regulations  without  recognizing  multi-county 
appellations  we  would  be  forced  to  use  "California"  as  our  appellation  of 
origin.     This  obviously  would  be  much  less  meaningful  to  our  consumers 
since  the  term  "California"  would  denote  only  that  the  grapes  were  grown 
somewhere  in  the  State.     I  think  it  is  obvious  that  the  Monterey-Santa 


Clara  appellation  is  more  helpful  to  the  consumer  in  terms  of  information 


I  recognize  that  you  might  wish  to  place  some  minimum  limitation  on 
the  percent  of  grapes  that  may  he  derived  from  multiple  counties.     In  the 
instance  of  dual  counties  I  suggest  that  no  less  than  30%  of  the  wine  be 
derived  from  either  county  and  that  the  total  volume  from  both  counties 
must,  of  course,  equal  75%  of  the  finished  product.     I  believe  that  my 
proposal  would  eliminate  the  possibility  of  consumer  deception  by  using 
a  dual  county  designation  with  only  a  minimal  percentage  coming  from  a 
county  with  recognized  and  desirable  grape-growing  image.     We  have  built 
our  business  on  the  use  of  dual  county  grapes  and  I  respectfully  request 
that  your  final  regulations  continue  to  allow  us  to  use  dual  county  appel 
lations. 


Very  truly  yours, 


•Games  L.  Mirassou 
MIRASSOU  VINEYARDS 


Che  magazine  Chicago  lives  by 

April  23,  1977 

Rex  D.  Davis,  Director 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms 
Department  of  the  Treasury 
Washington,  D.C.  20226 

Dear  Mr.  Davis : 

I  respectfully  submit  the  following  for  entry  into  the  record 
concerning  the  Bureau's  proposals  (November  12,  I976)  about 
new  wine  regulations.     I  apologize  for  submitting  this  so  late; 
I  was,  however,  extremely  active  in  trying  to  beat  a  deadline 
for  a  book  dealing  with  wine  laws,  which  will  be  released  some- 
time in  June  of  this  year. 

I  have  read  that  the  BATF's  proposal  for  some  sort  of  "seal" 
category  of  wines  is  a  dead  issue.    Wine  consumers,  through  the 
supposedly  informed  and  self -proclaimed  representatives  of  the 
national  wine  press  ,are  being  told  that  the  BATF  has  dropped 
the  proposal.     I  am  writing  to  plead  that  you  do  not,  in  fact, 
drop  this  issue. 

^Certainly  the  proposal  (concerning  the  "seal")  has  glaring  holes 
through  which  some  "undeserving"  wines  may  pass  while  more  "de- 
serving" ones  are  excluded  from  membership.     Definitely  many  of 
the  proposals  in  general  have,  seemingly,  been  weakly  contempla- 
ted or  worked  out  without  the  benefit  of  much  winemaker  input. 
Later  in  this  letter  I  will  offer  some  counter  proposals  in  these 
areas . 

However,  I  feel  that  the  concept  of  a  separate  category  of  wines, 
whose  labels  bear  some  sort  of  easy-to-recognize  characteristic 
of  some  design,  be  it  seal,  phraseology,  or  coloration,  is  an 
idea  whose  time  has  come. 

When  I  originally  proposed  the  notion  of  a  "seal"  or  guarantee 
notice  in  my  written  testimony  submitted  to  you  last  April  20, 
1976,  I  suggested  that  adherence  to  this  category  be  voluntary 
for  the  present.     I  re-iterate  this,  and  for  many  of  the  same 
reasons . 

First  of  all,  many  other  wine  producing  nations,  whose  wines 
reach  our  shores,  have  already  recognized  the  value  and  the  nece- 
ssity of  guaranteeing  at  least  the  authenticity  of  a  small  per- 
centage of  their  wines,  those  relatively  few  wines  or  classes 
of  wines  that  they  deem  to  be  fine  in  quality.     I  have  listed 
some  of  these  countries  below  along  with  their  particular  "seals". 
^ In  most  cases,  these  indications  of  a  guarantee  assure  the  qual- 
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ity  control  of  protected  wines  to  be  maintained  at  a  certain 
minimum.  The  knowledge  that  went  into  these  "seals"  and  the 
laws  behind  them  span  centuries: 

Italy  "Denominazione  di  Origlne"  etc. 

France  "Appellation  Controlee"  and  "Vin  Delimite/ 

de  Qualite  Sup^rieur" 
Germany  "Quail  tats  we  in  "  etc.  and  "Amtliche  Prtt- 

fungsnummer" 
Spain  "Denominacion  de  Origen" 

Portugal  "Denominaciio  de  Origem"  ,  "Regiao  Demar- 

cada",  and  "Selo  de  Garantia". 

These  five  nations  account  for  over  90$  of  the  wines  exoorted 
to  the  United  States. 

Algeria  "Appellation  d' Origlne  Garantie" 

Austria  "Wein  aus  Osterreich"  and  "Weingutsiegel 

Osterreich" , 

Hungary  "EllenflrzdJ  jeey"  (for  certain  wines  only). 

Luxembourg  "Marque  Nationale" 

Romania  «VS,  VSO,  and  VSOG"  folded  by  German- 

„  style  gradations  according  to  sweetness, 

^outh  Africa  "Wine  of  Origin"  and  "Wine  of  Origin  Sup- 

erior" 

Switzerland  "Appellation  Controlee"  (not  often  seen  here), 

I  have  just  finished  researching  for  the  book  that  I  mentioned 
on  page  one,  and  have  much  material  pertaining  to  the  "seals" 
listed,  as  well  as  material  pertaining  to  those  countries 
whose  manifestations  of  their  particular  "seal"  are  rarely,  if 
at  all,  so  far,  seen  here. 

Secondly,  Americans  in  general  and  American  winemakers,  it  seems, 
in  particular,  shun  regulations  from  on  high.     They  rebel  at 
laws  and  revolt  against  statutes  conceived Without  first  con- 
sulting them  (ust)  in  advance.     The  vociferous  opposition  to  the 
BATF-seal  proposal  is  proof  enough  of  this  feeling.     I  pray  this 
spirited  attitude  prevails. 

But,  assuming  the  need  for  at  least  some  greater  control  over 
our  wine  industry  —  proposed  by  the  spokesman  of  the  industry 
itself,  the  Wine  Institute —  let  us  realize  the  need  to  place 
intelligent  restrictions  and  quality  controls  over  our  wine  in- 
dustry In  stages,  as  we  learn  more  about  wine  and  our  wine  grow- 
ing characteristics.    At  each  stage  of  increased  knowledge  a- 
bout  our  wines  and  our  wines'  quality,  with  more  and  more  input 
based  on  trial  and  error,  we  will  have  Justification  for  estab- 
ishing  regulations  that  we  will  have  learned  to  be  necessary 
Vor  the  production  of  a  desired  standard  of  quality. 
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The  French  government  did  not  just  willy-nilly  lay  down  the  law 
one  day  and  say:  "Cote  d'Or  red  wines  with  an  appellation  con- 
trolee  must  be  made  only  from  such  and  such  grape  varieties, 
grown  only  in  specified  areas,  and  limited  to  so  many  gallons 
of  Juice/wine  per  acre."  Rather,  they  learned,  from  their  wine- 
makers  and  vinegrowers ,  that  certain  practices  of  viti-  and 
viniculture  produced  highly  desirable  results,  i.e.  wines  of, 
or  considered  to  be  of,  above  average  quality,  year  in  and  year 
out.     The  French  appellation  system  is  a  structure,  but  a  con- 
stantly evolving  one:  as  they  learn ,  they  change. 

Let  us  begin  to  form  our  own  structure,  for  our  own  wines ,  re- 
cognized to  be  of  "above  average  quality",  upon  which  we  can 
build,  based  upon  our  ever-widening  experience.     Consider  the 
following:    we  are  experiencing  increased  production  of  uncon- 
testably  finer  and  finer  wines;  we  are  enjoying  increased  con- 
sumer awareness  of  our  wines  and  the  concomitant  consumption 
thereof;  we  notice  the  united  efforts  of  many  European  countries, 
via  the  ESC,  to  lay  down  multi-national  regulations  replete  with 
"seals"  of  a  sort;  we  may  wish,  and  perhaps,  down  the  road, 
need  to  export  our  own  wines  to  markets  aware  of  the  quality 
controls  and  "seals"  of  competing  nations;  considering  these 
things,  sir,  I  feel  the  time  is  now. 

A  voluntary  system  could  easily  accomodate  the  desires  of  com- 
pliant winemakers  and  enlightened  consumers.     It  would  also  not 
frustrate  or  oppress  the  winemakers  who  choose  not  to  join. 
Let  them  make  their  wines  —  great  and  small.     The  small  ones 
will  always  be  in  demand,  provided  they  are  well-made  and  attrac- 
tive; the  great  wines  will  always  show  their  qualities  to  those 
who  try  them.     Let  the  consumer  who  cares  not  for  wines  laws  of 
a  much  tighter  nature  stay  with  &  support  a  certain  favored  brand. 
But,  let  those  consumers  who  have  learned  to  expect  a  little 
more  from  a  label  be  guaranteed  they  are  getting  it  —  by  means 
of  a  governmentally-backed  indication  on  the  label. 

What  exactly  are  wines  of  "above  average  quality".     In  France 
these  are  the  wines  of  appellation  d'orlglne .  those  A.O.C.  and 
V.D.Q.S .  vrines  which  represent  approximately  20%  of  the  total 
French  wine  production.     To  determine  America's  counterparts 
in  that  category  is  not  as  hard  as  it  seems.     We  need  only  draw 
from  existing  experience,  experience  which  has  answered  the  ques- 
tions of  quality  to  the  satisfaction  of  a  large  majority  of  wine- 
knowledgeable  people. 

Winemakers  admit,  by  way  of  their  pricing  structures  for  grapes, 
by  their  advertising  literature,  by  their  public  and  private  com- 
ments, etc.,  that  certain  grape  varieties  yield  above  average 
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net  Sauvignon,  Syrah,  several  clones  of  Camay  grapes,  Zinfan- 
del,  Kerlot,  Cabernet  Franc,  and  the  Pinot  noir;  for  the  whites, 
the  White  Riesling,  Chardonnay,  Chenin  blanc,  Sauvignon  blanc , 
GewUrztraminer,  Semillon,  and  possibly  Folle  blanche  and  French 
Columbard.     These,  of  course,  are  all  vinifera  varieties.  Na- 
tive American  (Labrusca,  et  al. )  and  French  and/or  American 
hybrids  should  also  be  considered,  but  by  a  more  objective  au- 
dience than  seems  presently  to  exist. 

Wines  from  these  vine  varieties,  and  with  few  exceptions,  from 
these  varieties  alone,  in  our  country,  produce,  or  can  pro- 
duce what  Americans  have  come  to  know  as  wines  of  "above  average 
quality" . 

Is  it  always  true,  then,  that  wines  labeled  with  one  or  more  of 
the  listed  varieties  are  guaranteed  to  be  of  such  high  quality? 

First  and  foremost,  one  cannot  guarantee  quality  per  se,  because 
quality,  especially  in  the  wine  world,  is  a  term  hard  precise- 
ly to  define.     And  no  government  can  impose  its  own  definition 
on  such  a  nebulous  word.    However,  a  government  or  a  similar 
enforcing  body  can  guarantee  authenticity.     It  can  assure  that 
a  wine  labeled  "Cabernet  Sauvignon"  is  of  the  grape  variety 
.^called  Cabernet  Sauvignon  and  little  or  nothing  else.     In  a 
sense,  this  is  a  tacit  guarantee  of  quality.    How  many  51$ 
Cabernets,  selling  at  $3  the  fifth,  are  considered  "above  aver- 
age "in  quality  by  a  significant  amount  of  people?    When  placed 
in  comparative  tastings,  and  if  these  tastings  are  performed  by 
professionals,  that  is,  they  are  tasted  "blind",  with  authentic 
Cabernet  Sauvignons  from  recognized  areas  —  admittedly  and  ne- 
cessarily at  higher  prices —  such  $3  fakes  are  invariably  blown 
out  of  the  contest  by  the  more  authentic  labelings. 

The  same  can  be  said  of  the  rest  of  the  above-mentioned  varietals. 
It  is  rare  for  a  less-than-100^  varietally  true  White  Riesling, 
Pinot  noir,  Chardonnay,  etc.,  to  gain  the  plaudits  of  people 
who  have  tasted  the  authentic  offerings. 

Would  this  include  a  White  Riesling  from  grapes  grown  in  the 
San  Joaquin  valley?    Does  our  present  knowledge  indicate  that 
a  San  Joaquin  White  Riesling,  or  a  Eakersfield  Chardonnay,  or  a 
Modesto  Pinot  noir  can  be  termed  wines  of  "above  average  qual- 
ity"?   Without  belaboring  the'  point,  of  course  not. 

Could  then,  sir,  a  "seal"  category  of  wines,  representing  only, 
for  the  present,  a  small  percentage  of  our  wines  —  relegated 
to  those  wines  produced  from  a  small  group  of  the  prime  red  and 
white  varieties,  grown  only  on  certain  recognizably  and  admit- 
^tedly  finer  sections  of  our  land —  be  constructed?  Obviously, 
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specific  vineyard  sections  in  Napa,  Sonoma,  Mendocino,  Lake, 
Alameda,  Monterey,  Santa  Clara,  etc.,  counties  of  California, 
as  well  as  the  recognized  finer  producing  areas  of  the  rest  of 
the  country,  would  stand  a  better  chance  of  gaining  "seal"  ap- 
proval for  their  wines,  provided  they  were  made  under  specific 
conditions.     I  do  not  know,  sir,  the  precise  plots  of  land  that 
consistently  produce  the  finest  grapes  for  wine;  but  I  do  know 
and  tne  vinegrowers  and  winemakers  do  know  as  well,  that  the 
above-mentioned  areas,  some  within  and  others  without  countv 
boundaries,  have  a  reputation  for  doing  so. 

A  last  point  on  this  particular  issue  would  be  the  notion  of  de- 
nying "seal"  approval  for  wines  made  from  grapes  picked  at  under 
certain  sugar,  acid,  and  extract  figures.     A  winemaker  could 
leaslbly  grow  only  Cabernet  Sauvignon  grapes  only  in  the  "best" 
spot  in  the  Napa  Valley..   But  if  he  obtains  an  8  tons  an  acre 
yield,  his  sugar,  acid,  and  extract  figures  will  not  be  adequate 
to  produce  a  Cabernet  Sauvignon  wine  up  to  par.     Who  is  to  de- 

*ZZ  ' par  ?    Talk  with  the  winemakers  and  vinegrowers,  talk 
with  the  tasters,  talk  with  the  enologists  and  the  viticultur- 
lsts,  but  talk  —  and  lister..     Then  make  the  laws  and  lay  the 
groundwork  for  the  future. 

l    ?Lt!ie  "spal"  category  of  wines  is  to  represent  what  Americans 
Wlhlnk  are  the  bRst  of  the  home  gro\-m ,  should  we  include  in  this 
category  wines  named  after  foreign  wine  names  or  after  foreign' 
grape-wine  producing  areas?    It  would  seem  ludicrous  to  offer 
the  proud  American  "seal"  to  any  wine  labeled  "chablis"  "rhine" 
champagne"    etc.     If  we  are  at  the  point  in  our  nation's  wine 
£  ™SrLaJ/hlon  ?hf  indust*T  itself  contemplates  and  proposes 
a  5(V  tighter  varietal  minimum  law,  then  we  are  at  the  po<nt 
where  we  can  lay  aside  the  old,  borrowed  and  generally  lacking- 
in-description  appellations. 

In  summation,  then,  I  feel  that  some  sort  of  "seal"  category  of 
American  wines  is  desirable  for  several  reasons.     First,  we 
would  be  keeping  in  step  with  the  more  advanced  and  more  exper- 
ienced wine  producing  nations;  secondly,  the  voluntary  nature 
of  such  a  category  would  a)  make  it  palatable  to  both  consumer 
and  to  wine  producer,  and  b)  enable  us  to  begin  construction  of 
a  more  mandatory  system,  eventually,  based  upon  vear  by  year 
experience;  thirdly,  by  its  promulgation,  we  would  be  making  a 
very  clear  statement  to  consumers  both  in  the  United  States  and 
elsewhere  that  we  are  taking  our  wine  production  and  our  wine 
laws  seriously. 

On  the  Matter  of  Varietal  Label Anff:     There  seems  to  be  a  movement 
towards      the  idea  that  varietally-labeled  wine  should  have  more 
than  515  accuracy.     The  Wine  Institute  wishes  to  increase  the 
i   resent  figure  by  almost  50%;  whereas  the  official  proposal 
312  7517100  Proposal 
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opts  for  an  85%  minimum  figure. 

For  the  life  of  me  I  cannot  understand  what  the  problem  of  the 
100^  minimum  figure  is.     Was  varietal  labeling  invented  as  a  tool 
of  the  winemaker  to  swindle  the  consumer,  or  as  an  aid  in  choos- 
ing a  wine?    Is  the  whole  truth  and  nothing  but  the  truth  so 
difficult  to  contemplate  for  the  winemaker/marketer? 

"We  must  have  our  freedom  to  blend  varletals,  to  soften  them, 
to  enhance  them,  to  modify  them,  etc."  "The  wlnemaker  is  an  art- 
istl".  True  enough.     Allow  the  winemaker  the  freedom  to  blend. 
Allow  him  also  the  possibility  to  state  that  blend  on  the  label, 
i.e.  "Cabernet  Sauvlgnon/Zinf andel"  wine.     Any  BATF  proposal 
should  not,  and  the  present  one  does  not  forbid  the  winemaker  his 
freedom  to  blend,  it  merely  seeks  to  prevent  the  winemaker  from 
unduly  stretching  the  truth.    We  might  have  looked  askance  at 
the  "label"  of  DaVinci's  Last  Supper  if  the  painting  actually 
depicted  k  people  instead  of  13,  or  13  Hebrews  playing  canasta 
instead  of  supping. 

But  if  anti-truth  telling  or  a  fixation  on  secrecy  is  too  strong 
to  be  overcome  at  this  point,  I  should  consider  proposing  a  5 
L    >r  at  most  10$  tolerance.     This,  I  envision,  would  be  similar 
^"bo  that  tolerance  utilized  in  the  statements  about  alcoholic 
contents  for  table  wines 0     Therefore,  while  the  law  would  state 
that  a  varietally-labeled  wine  must  have  100$  of  the  contents 
from  the  stated  variety,  the  wine  could,  by  way  of  such  an  allow- 
ance, actually  contain  5_or  1Q>%  of  another  varietal's  juice/ 
wine.     I  am  def initelyyjjroposing  this  as  the  ideal,  but  it  may 
well  provide  for  greater  accuracy  in  labeling  than  is  presently 
officially  contemplated.     I  think  the  wlnemakers  would  have  enough 
leeway  to  allow  for  topping  up,  moderate  blending,  and  so  forth. 
Let  them  be  artists,  or  dancers,  or  poker  players,  but  let  them 
be  truthful  human  beings  as  well. 

On  the  Matter  of  Estate  Bottling:  The  label  designation  "Estate 
Bottled"  is  not  a  right  of  the  winemaker  or  the  vinegrower.  If 
we  but  stop  and.  strip  away  all  the  flack  and  jobberwocky  that 
has  been  written  and  spoken  about  these  two  words,  we  would 
come  to  the  simple  and  clear  meaning.     From  there  we  can  label 
our  wines  accordingly. 

The  words  were  originally  designed  to  apply  to  wines  that  had 
been  100$  under  the  control  and  care  of  one  man  or  of  him  and 
his  family  and  hired  hands.     This  singular  controlling  person  or 
persons  did  all  the  work  common  to  viticulture  and  viniculture 
from    seeding  to  selling.     The  vines  were  under  his  (their)  con- 
i  *;rol  and  care,  he  (they)  picked  the  grapes  when  he  (they)  desired, 
^■crushed  them,  fermented  them  into  wine,  and  separated  the  wine 
from  the  lees.    He  (they)  then  aged  the  wine  in  his  (their)  cel- 
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lars  at  or  near  his  (their)  vineyard,  inspected  the  wine,  tasted 
it  and  tested  it,  and  finally  decided  when  to  bottle  it.  He 
(they)  then  bottled  the  wine  in  his  (their)  ox-m  cellars  under 
his  (their)  inspection,  care,  and  control.  THAT  IS  ES TATS  BOT- 
TLING 1     It  is  not  a  figure  of  speech  awarded  to  the  wine  factory 
that  can  obfuscate  or  shuffle  papers  legally.     If  we  look  at 
the  words  this  way  —  the  original,  authentic  way —  we  will 
have  no  trouble  with  a  labeling  decision. 

On  the  Matter  of  Bottling  Dates:     After  talking  with  several 
winemakers,  I  find  that  the  BATF  proposal  may  be  too  severe 
in  its  time  schedule.    Although  I  feel  that  all  non-vlntaged 
wines,  particularly  ccrk-f inished  fifths,  should  bear  a  bottling 
date  to  help  the  consumer  avoid  the  older,  and  possibly  spoiled 
offerings,  obstacles  to  the  wineraaker  of  an  unfair  dimension 
are  there. 

The  problem  begins  with  the  fact  that  the  bottler/maker  rarely 
prlrts  his  own  labels,  but  rather  jobs  this  duty  out  to  a  pro- 
fessional printer.    Anyone  associated  with  or  who  has  dome  bus- 
iness Ttfith  a  printer  understands  the  impreciseness  involved. 

(   Orders  placed  six  months  prior  to  a  need  may  well  be  quite  late; 

Wrtf  so,  they  may  well  invalidate  the  date  of  bottling,  which  was 
also  printed  six  months  prior.     As  bottling  and  labeling  are 
usually  performed  simultaneously,  the  problem  is  evident. 

Secondly,  and  indirectly  related  to  the  above,  a  winemaker  may 
give  a  printer  a  designated  time  of  bottling  to  be  printed  on 
the  label  for  a  specific  wine.     If,  however,  a  winemaker  de- 
cides, after  further  tastings  and  analyses,  that  this  particular 
wine  will  need  more  time  — or  less  time —  in  the  container  than 
he  originally  planned,  what  are  his  options?  Few.    His  labels 
are  printed  and  the  printer  will  not  forgive  the  debt,  because 
the  printer,  like  some  other  non -winemakers  in  this  arena,  does 
not  understand  the  vagaries  and  specific  problems  facing  the  bot- 
tling winemaker.     The  parti cluar  problem  facing  the  winemaker 
is  greater,  generally,  when  he  deals  with  his  red  wines  than 
when  he  deals  with  his  whites  and  roses  .     I  would  suggest 
talking  with  the  people  involved  and  then  place  a  one,  two,  or 
three  month  tolerance  on  the  accuracy  of  the  bottling  date. 

On  the  Matter  of  Appellation  of  Origin  and  Vitlcultural  Area: 
Very  literally,  sir,  I  had  to  read  the  pertinent  proposal  5 
times  before  I  could  clearly  understand  the  meaning  of  these 
two  phrases.     And  I  am  still  not  sure  what  they  are  intended 
to  mean. 

^,;ne  of  my  original  points  in  my  proposal  of  last  April  (1976) 
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was  to  label  "seal"  wines  with  the  words  "Wine  of  Registered 
Origin".     I  did  not  see  the  merit  in  the  use  of  more  than  one 
legal  terra  for  a  label  of  a  wine  as  this  might  tend  to  confuse 
the  consumer  (not  to  mention  the  poor  wine  writer  who  must  ex- 
plain it  alll).     It  must  be  recognized  from  the  beginning  that 
there  are  many  names  of  plots  of  land  which  will  be  used  for 
the  names  of  the  wines  therefrom.     We  have  the  several  counties, 
the  areas  within  the  counties  and  those  which  stride  across 
one  or  more,  we  have  the  separate  vineyard  plots  such  as 
"Martha's  Vineyard",  "R.G.  Young",  etc.  to  contend  with.     I  feel 
we  may  further  confuse  the  issue  by  applying  different  terms 
for  the  classes  or  sizes  of  these  vineyard  areas.     Instead  of 
two,  or  possibly  more,  terras,  let  us  stick  with  one,  whether 
it  be  "Wine  of  Registered  Origin",  "BATP  Patch  Wine",  or 
whatever.     Frenchmen  must  learn  the  difference  between  their 
"Chambertin"  and  their  "Gevrey-Chambertin" .     Germans  must  differ- 
entiate between  their  "Eereich  Eernkastel"  and  their  "Bernkast- 
eler  Doktor  und  Graben".     Americans  will  slowly  learn,  indeed, 
we  are  already  learning,  the  names,  great  and  small,  of  our  wine 
areas.     We  wine  writers  have  a  traditional  role  in  the  dissemi- 
nation of  such  information. 

^  On  the  Role  of  the  Wine  Press ;    How  many  tripe  columnists  exist 
^in  the  United  States?    Do  you  know  of  a  cod  writer  on  a  daily 

basis,  or  a  carp  connoisseur  who  regularly  discourses  on  the 

merits  of  lake,  creek,  sea,  or  sewer  scavenger? 

The  wine  writer  has  a  long,  unique,  and  integral  tradtion  of 
keeping  pace  with  the  industry,  and  then  communicating  what  he 
or  she  learns  to  the  consumers.     This  cannot  be  said  of  most 
other  regulated  areas  of  American  life.     I  feel,  sir,  that 
knowledgeable  wine  writers  perform  or  can  perform  as  an  immeas- 
urable force  in  the  industry.    Not  only  are  laws  or  proposals  for 
laws  condensed  and  disseminated  to  the  public  impatient  with 
perusing  the  legalities  themselves,  but  personalities,  tastes, 
technology,  grand  occasions,  vineyard  happenings,  etc.  are  ex- 
pounded upon  in  the  daily,  weekly,  and  monthly  columns  across 
the  country  in  a  manner  unique  to  the  field. 

Now  I  understand,  sir,  that  some  commentators  woiild  have  the 
winemaker  perforce  list  each  and  every  statistic  about  each  and 
every  batch  of  wine  on  the  label.     Brix  readings,  time  of  pick- 
ing, soil  contents,  age  of  vines,  the  color  of  the  picker's 
socks,  etc.,  some  would  have,  should  be,  by  law,  lsited  on  the 
label.     Some  would  also  have  the  specific  wine  laws  relating 
to  the  particular  type  of  wine  listed  on  the  front  or  the  back 
label.     This,  sir,  is  a  little  too  much.    We  might  want  to  sub- 
mit a  copy  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  with  each  pur- 
W^hase.     This  is  the  Job  of  the  wine  writer.     I  have  not  heard 
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of  many  wine  consumers  piqued  at  the  idea  that  their  favorite 
wine  does  not  indicate  the  exact  sugar  reading  at  time  of  pick- 
ing; I  have,  however,  often  heard  of  the  laments  of  irate  wine 
drinkers  after  purchasing  a  low-end  bottle  of  51%  Cabernet 
Sauvignonl 

Lastly,  the  wine  writer  is  to  be  relied  upon  for  disseminating 
Information,  as  it  develops,  about  any  new  discoveries  or  laws 
concerning  the  "seal"  wines.    He  is  also  the  one  to  make  it 
plain  to  the  American  people  that  the  "seal"  is  not  to  be 
looked  upon  as  a  governmental  guarantee  that  the  consumer  will 
like  each  and  every  bottle  with  a  "seal",  any  more  than  the 
consumer  is  expected  to  like  a  wine  just  because  it  has  the 
words  "Estate  Bottled"  on  it. 

I  would  recommend  that  the  BATF,  in  establishing  a  "seal"  cate- 
gory, keep  the  wine  press  informed  of  each  new  dev <*lot>ment . 
Regional  or  national  committees  established  by  the  HATF  to 
research  our  wine  areas  and  our  wines  in  general  would  issue 
statements  to  the  press,  who  could  pass  this  information  on 
to  the  interested  consumer.    This  would  not  constitute  a, 
great  change  in  the  press-consumer  relationship;  rather,  it 
^•ould  indicate  that  the  BATF  is  interested  in  working  with 
both  sides  of  the  question. 

Again,  I  apologize  for  being  so  late  with  this  testimony;  I 
ask  your  Indulgence  and  that  this  letter  be  made  part  of  the 
official  record.    Thank  you  very  much  for  your  time. 

Wtfrick^.  Fegan/^" 
Wine  Editor  (/ 

PWF:  pwf 

cc:  Donald  Royce 

Allen  Kelson,  Editor-in-Chief,  CHICAGO  MAGAZINE 
Edmund  Brown,  Governor  of  the  State  of  California 
Others 
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April  11,  1977 


Mr.  Rex  Davis,  Director 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  arid  Firearms 

P.  0.  Box  784 

Ben  Franklin  Station 

Washington,  D.   C.  20044 

Dear  Mr .  Davis : 

I  would  like  to  submit  the  following  information  in  support  of 
four  positions  taken  by  Wine  Institute  during  the  recent  public 
hearings  on  proposed  BATF  labeling  proposals: 

1.  Bottle  Fill  Date 

Pr  inting  bottling  dates  on  labels  would  result  in 
substantial  cost  increases  to  wineries.     It  would 
be  necessary  to  date  labels  well  in  advance,  and 
more  labels  would  be  printed  than  necessary  to 
cover  occasional  bottling  overruns.     This  would 
result  in  considerable  waste  since  dated  labels 
not  used  would  have  to  be  destroyed.  Development 
and  maintenance  of  a  printing  facility  would  also 
be  very  expensive,   and  these  cost  increases  would 
undoubtedly  be  passed  on  to  the  consumer  in  the 
form  of  wine  price  increases. 

2 .  Grape  Type  Designations 

Variances  occur  in  California  vineyards  from  season 
to  season  due  to  changes  in  soils,  climate  regions, 
viticultural  practices,  and  general  climatic  condi- 
tions . 


Rex  Davis 
e  2 

il  11,  1977 

Because  of  these  variances ,  wines  made  from  the 
same  grape  variety  grown  in  different  areas  do  not 
have  the  same  characteristics.     This  makes  it  impera- 
tive that  winemakers  blend  wines  to  develop  consis- 
tent, uniform,   and  acceptable  quality.     Blending  is 
an  art  in  that  winemakers  strive  to  produce  the  best 
possible  wines  which  are  distinct  and  acceptable  to 
the  consumer. 

Exceeding  a  75%- varietal  requirement  for  varietal 
wines  would  become  far  too  restrictive  and  would 
limit  the  ability  of  winemakers  to  develop  products 
based  on  their  skills.     A  very  important  reason  for 
not  having  too  high  a  varietal  percent  is  that  in  a 
number  of  the  new  grape  growing  areas  of  California, 
certain  varietal  grapes  have  flavors  so  intense  that 
wines  made  from  these  grapes  must  be  blended  or 
"softened"  out  with  wines  made  from  other  varieties. 

We  must  recognize  that  California  is  a  relatively  new 
grape  grox^ing  region,   as  compared  to  countries  of 
Europe.     After  many  centuries  of  grape  growing  experi- 
ence,  the  Europeans  have  determined  which  grape  varieties 
grow  better  in  certain  regions.     Unfortunately,  we  in  the 
United  States  do  not  have  this  experience;  and  we  have 
areas  where  certain  varieties  are  planted  that  do  not  do 
well . 

I  am  in  favor  of  changing  the  varietal  percent  require- 
ment from  51%  to  757o.     This  would  mean  507o  more  varietal 
grapes  would  be  required  than  if  the  lower  level  (517.) 
were  maintained.     In  reality,  many  wineries  today  pro- 
duce many  fine  varietal  wines  and  not  always  at  the  same 
varietal  percent,  primarily  due  to  the  variable  factors 
mentioned  earlier. 

3 .  Vintage 

I  believe  that  vintage  wines  should  be  required  to  con- 
tain 757,  of  the  grapes  grown  in  the  area  shown  on  the 
label.     This  would  give  winemakers  more  flexibility  to 
produce  vintage  wines  of  a  higher  quality. 

There  are  times  when  in  a  certain  area,  due  to  one  of 
the  variables  mentioned  earlier,  a  vintage  wine  may  not 
be  as  good  but  can  be  improved  by  blending  a  wine  or 
wines  from  other  areas.     By  permitting  2570  of  the  wine 
to  be  from  other  areas,  vintage  wines  can  be  greatly 
improved . 
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4.     Estate  Bottled 

I  feel  the  section  on  Estate  Bottled  Wine  should 
expressly  state  that  the  term  "owned  or  controlled 
by  the  bottling  winery"  includes  vineyards  owned 
or  controlled  by  member -owners  of  a  cooperative 
winery. 

Please  give  these  recommendations  serious  consideration  when 
making  your  decision  in  these  matters. 


Sincerely, 


fames  A.  Beckman 
Vice  President 

Viticulture  and  Member  Relations 


JABrmjh 


•    CHAMPAGNE    AND  VERMOUTH 

April  12,  1977 


Mr.   Rex  D.    Davis,  Director 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,    Tobacco  and  Firearms 

Washington,    D.    C.  20226 

Dear  Mr.  Davis: 

The  following  comments  are  submitted  for  incorporation  in  the  record 
of  hearing  held  in  your  office  on  February  24,    1977..  pursuant 
to  your  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  No.    304  published  November  12, 
1976,   as  amended. 

Initially,   I  wish  to  state  several  strongly -held  convictions  with  respect 
to  the  wine  business  in  particular,    and  American  business  in  general. 

1.  We  believe  that  the  American  consumer  is  entitled  to 
full  protection  with  reference  to  the  integrity  of  the  label 
on  the  bottle  of  wine  he  is  asked  to  purchase.     In  this 
regard,    we  believe  that  the  FA  A  Act  and  the  enforcement 

of  that  Act  by  the  Bureau  of  Alcohol,    Tobacco  and  Firearms 
fully  protect  both  the  consumer  and  the  reputable  winery. 

2.  We  believe  that  business  reputations  are  earned,  not 
legislated.     Quality  is  a  consumer  perception,    the  consumer's 
judgment  of  the  wine  in  the  bottle  as  it  relates  to  his 

palate  and  to  the  price  he  paid.     In  our  view  the  consumer 
is,   and  always  will  be,    the  ultimate  arbiter  of  value  for 
wines  and  for  any  other  product.      In  this  respect  it  is 
worth  recalling  that  the  great  growths  of  Bordeaux  were 
originally  identified  in  1855  not  by  the  actual  location  of 
the  vineyards,   not  by  the  proportions  of  varietal  grapes 
used,   not  by  expert  tasting  panels,   but  by  the  prices 
which  the  great  Chateau  wines  commanded  in  the  market 
place  over  a  long  period  of  time.     Consumers  vote  every 
day  on  our  quality  and  reputation. 
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3.     We  believe  that  the  American  experience  has  been 

eminently  successful,   American  business  has  profited, 
and  the  American  consumer  has  reaped  the  benefits 
of  this  prosperity,   in  some  measure  because  our  society 
has  avoided  the  pitfalls  of  what  appears  to  be  a  European 
penchant  for  classification,   categorization,   and  over- 
regulation.     None  of  the  systems,   by  the  way,   has  pre- 
vented fraud  or  misrepresentation.     As  a  company  that 
has  spent  many  years  and  dollars  in  building  a  reputation 
for  integrity  in  winemaking  and  wine  marketing,   we  have 
a  vital  stake,  in  protecting  that  hard-earned  equity.  Very 
simply,   we  believe  the  more  rules  there  are,   the  more 
opportunity  there  is  for  the  unscrupulous  to  hide  behind 
the  rules.     Furthermore,    we  do  not  at  all  consider  it 
in  the  best  interest  of  the  American  wine  industry  to 
be  positioned  directly  against  French  or  German  class- 
ification systems. 

Frankly,   we  are  very  concerned  about  the  prospect,    regardless  of 
the  good  intentions  of  consumer  advocates,    of  regulations  that  would 
create  surrogates  for  the  judgment  of  the  competitive  marketplace, 
or  would  unduly  and  unfairly  limit  the  flexibility  of  the  winemaker 
to  blend  optimally,   or  would  create  added  cost  burdens  to  the 
industry  with  no  consumer  benefits  and  increased  consumer  and 
enforcement  costs.     There  are  some  who  say  that  the  proposed 
regulations,    as  they  stand,   will  benefit  small  wineries  and  the  wine 
buffs  of  this  country.     We  believe  this  view  to  be  erroneous.  Placing 
severe  constraints  on  the  American  wine  industry  will  insure  that 
the  whole  industry,   large  and  small  alike  falls  short  of  its  full 
potential,   and  if  this  is  the  case,    it  is  ultimately  the  consumer 
who  suffers.     Having  voiced  our  fundamental  platform,    let  me  now 
relate  this  philosophy  to  the  specific  proposals. 

We  do  not  believe  that  the  "ATF  Seal"  proposal  in  any  way  protects 
either  the  consumer  or  the  responsible  winemaker.     It  is  our  opinion 
that  it  would  deceive  the  consumer  into  believing  that  the  quality  of 
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a  given  bottle  of  wine  bearing  such  a  seal  exceeded  the  oualitv  of 

terU   Tv10l  °i  Wine  fr°m  "  SP6Cified  Srape  variety  grown  in  a 
ml  r«tce-  ^eographica!  area  in  a  particular  /Jr  in  no  w  y 

guarantees  a  superior  product.     We  have  no  quarrel  whatsoever 
with  permitting  the  showing  of  such  information  on  tJ  lalel  wh^n 
appropriate    but  sincerely  believe  that  it  is  the  winemaker"  name 
and  reputation  that  speaks  most  directly  to  the  consumer  in  respect 
to  the  quality  of  the  wine  in  the  bottle.     We  respectfully  urge  you 
not  to  create  a  new  category  of  wine  subject  to  special  regulatory 
controls,   the  thrust  of  which  would  be  to  arbitrarily  categox Z7 
quality,    notwithstanding  your  intent  otherwise.  categorize 

Liu??*  W!th.yOUr  P-P0-d  revision  of  Section  4.23  dealing  with 
grape  type  designation.     Although  we  believe  that  the  proposed  51% 

wTl  Tf1B,  ad6qUate'   WG  W°Uld         °pP°Se  raisi"g  "  *>  67% 

We  absolutely  oppose  anything  over  75%  on  the  grounds  of  restricting 

the  winemaker's  ability  to  produce  an  acceptable  product.  & 

Id  a.v-!e  pr°pOSed  definitions  of  "Appellation  of  origin" 

and  "Vlticultural   area"  and  the  rules  of  eligibility  for  labeling  with 
hose  designations.     We  assume  that  an  appellation  of  origin  Lferrin, 
to  the  United  States  could  continue  to  be  expressed  on  the  label  as 

tf  PCrCent  °f  V°1Ume  -^-ments  will  tntLe 

to  be  applied  as  they  are  under  the  current  regulations. 

In  regard  to  the  definition  of  viticultural  areas  to  be  set  forth  in 

taimeeWharsegeUl         2  ^    1?  ^  %   ^  n°te  ^  considerable 

of  vitfculturT  Proposal  to  adopt  formal  definitions 

Of  viticultural  areas  and  believe  that  the  interests  of  both  consumers 
and  the  wmemaking  industry  would  be  best  served  by  expeditious 
truZ  th  mfrJmC^f  »ea,.      We  recommend,  Lrefore. 
area    Z  t    effeCtlVenesS  of  Proposed  Section  4.25a,  Viticultural 
area     the  Bureau  immediately  accept  petitions  for  designation  of  formal 
boundaries  of  viticultural  areas  and  commence  public  rulemaking 
procedures.  B 
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We  support  the  requirement  that  vintage  wine  derive  at  least  95% 
of  its  volume  from  grapes  grown  in  the  designated  year.  We 
oppose  the  additional  requirement  that  vintage  wine  derive  not  less 
than  95%  of  its  volume  from  grapes  grown  in  the  same  state,  country, 
or  viticulture  area.     We  propose  that  this  be  established  at  75%  with 
the  balance  being  substantiated  as  the  same  vintage  year  by  retained 
affidavits  from  the  producing  winery.      (Asa  practical  matter,  the 
vintage  could  be  shown  on  Form  703,    Transfer  of  Wine  in  Bond,  along 
with  the  presently  required  historical  information.  )  Proposed 
Section  4.  25b(b)(2)  ncv  permits  a  "non-producer"  to  vintage  label 
with  appropriate  substantiating  documents  from  the  producer. 

We  agree  with  the  proposed  "vineyard  labeling"  regulation.  Since 
we  strenuously  oppose  the  "two-tier"  system,    proposed  Section  4.28(b) 
should  be  eliminated.      Proposed  Section  4.  29,   Estate  Bottled,  should 
be  corrected  by  eliminating  the  words  "ATF  Seal"  in  the  first  sentence. 

We  believe  that  a  date  of  fill  appearing  on  the  wine  label  would  misinform 
and  mislead  the  average  consumer.      In  no  way  could  it  indicate 
either  the  present  condition  or  the  future  shelf-life  of  the  wine  contained 
in  that  bottle.     We  do  "edge-notch"  our  labels  for  internal  control 
purposes  but  a  special  card  is  required  to  read  the  code.      We  have 
never  been  able  to  find  a  satisfactory  on-line  printer. 

Our  greatest  concern  other  than  the  "ATF  Seal"  is  with  the  somewhat 
ambiguous  provisions  of  proposed  Section  4.  3 9 ( j ) -      The  section  provides 
no  indication  of  what  names  will  be  deemed  to  be  "geographical.  " 
It  is  our  position  that  names  such  as  Great  Western  and  Lake  Country 
are  not  geographical  in  the  sense  that  they  do  not  refer  to  specific 
geographic  locations.      Evidence  of  this  may  be  found  in  the  fact  that 
both  names  have  been  permitted  registration  as  trademarks  under  the 
Federal  Lanham  Act  on  the  principal  register.      The  Lanham  Act  provides 
for  refusal  of  such  registration  for  a  mark  which  "when  applied  to 
the  goods  of  the  applicant  is  primarily  geographically  descriptive  or 
deceptively  misdescriptive  of  them  .    .    ."    (15  U.S.C.  |1052) 
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Some  of  our  Company's  most  valuable  assets  are  its  trade  names  and 
the  goodwill  and  reputation  which  they  symbolize.     Names  such  as 
Great  Western  and  Lake  Country  have  become  an  integral  part  of 
these  property  interests  and  we  feel  compelled  to  consider  how  such 
essential  and  constitutionally  protected  property  rights  would  be 
maintained  in  the  event  the  Bureau  should  at  some  point  take  the 
position  that  such  names  as  Great  Western  and  Lake  Country  are 
geographical.      It  is  clear  that  proposed  Section  4.  3 9 ( j ) ( 2 )  attempts  to 
protect  such  established  rights.     We  submit,   however,   that  the  addition 
of  the  word  "brand"  in  direct  conjunction  with  and  as  conspicuous  as 
these  brand  names  would  seriously  detract  from  the  value  of  such  names. 
As  an  alternative,    we  would  suggest  that  brand  names  deemed  to  be 
geographical  and  approved  by  the  Bureau  prior  to  November  12,  1976, 
be  permitted  continued  use  if  either  of  the  following  are  true: 

1.  The  brand  name  is  qualified  by  the  word  "brand" 
appearing  in  direct  conjunction  with,   and  as  conspicuous 
as,   the  brand  name,  or 

2.  At  least  one  of  the  commonly  used  and  statutory  methods 
of  notice,    such  as  Trademark  (TT)  or  (ft),    appears  in 
direct  conjunction  with  the  brand  name. 

In  addition,    it  is  not  clear  from  a  reading  of  the  last  sentence  of 
proposed  Section  4.  39(j)  what  "designs,    devices,    or  other  representa- 
tions" will  be  deemed  to  "indicate  or  infer  an  origin.  "     We  have  on 
our  Lake  Country  labels,    for  example,    a  lake  scene  and,    as  with 
the  name  Lake  Country,    we  have  a  considerable  investment  and  interest 
in  this  design  and  would  submit  that  designs  which  were  approved  and 
in  existence  as  of  November  12,  1976,    should  be  permitted  continued  use. 

Having  read  the  record  of  the  February  24,    25,    1977  hearing,    I  fully 
appreciate  the  difficult  position  in  which  you  have  been  placed.  It 
is  obvious  that  you  will  never  be  able  to  devise  regulations  that 
will  fully  satisfy  the  large  and  the  small,   the  regional  and  the 
national  U.S.   wineries,   the  foreign  producers  or  the  importers. 
No  matter  what  you  promulgate,   you  will  continue  to  be  threatened 
by  the  self-appointed  consumer  advocates  and  by  the  self-professed 
wine  experts.      I  think  a  more  accurate  measure  of  consumer  desires 
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is  reflected  in  the  fact  that  although  we  receive  communications  from 
consumers  daily,    a  review  of  our  files  of  such  letters  received  over 
the  past  two  years  revealed  not  one  single  inquiry,   complaint  or 
suggestion  that  would  have  been  obviated  had  the  proposed  regulations 
been  in  effect. 

Let  me  point  out  that  the  American  wine  industry  has  come  a  long 
way  since  Repeal  without  the  need  of  European-type  laws  and  regula- 
tions.     The  real  American  consumer  buys  what  he  likes  at  a  price 
he  thinks  is  fair.      Those  wine  producers  who  could  not  meet  that 
criteria  have  not  stayed  :i  business  long.      We  have  many  examples 
in  the  relatively  short  history  of  our  industry.      Today,    the  quality 
of  U.S.   wines  is  second  to  none. 

The  BATF  and  its  predecessors  have  made  changes  in  the  rules  as 
circumstances,    methods,   and  materials  have  changed.      They  have  been 
good  changes.      Some  of  them  may  have  needed  clarification  and  I 
believe  some  of  the  current  proposals  will  do  that.      There  will  probably 
be  a  need  for  more  changes  in  the  future.      In  general,  however,  the 
current  laws  and  regulations  are  fair  to  the  vast  majority  of  the 
American  wine  industry.      I  submit  that  the  welfare  of  the  U.S.  wine 
consumer  is  best  served  by  the  continued  strict  observance  and  enforce- 
ment of  the  rules  we  now  have.     Honest  labelling  is  essential  but 
dictating  quality  by  label  regulation  is  impossible.      The  integrity  of 
the  winemaker  is  the  only  guarantee  of  quality. 

We  urge  you  to  consider  very  carefully  before  adopting  regulations 
that  might  be  deemed  appropriate  for  some  foreign  wine -producing 
countries  or  might  be  meaningful  to  only  a  very  small  minority 
of  U.   S.    consumers.      The  future  growth  and  prosperity  of  this  industry 
lies  in  the  ability  of  our  winemakers  and  wine  marketers  to  reach  those 
consumers  who  are  not  now  drinking  wine.      We  appeal  to  you  to  help 
the  industry  simplify,   not  complicate,    this  endeavor. 

Very/truly  yours, 

JLS:th  Joseph  L.  Swarthout 

President 


East  40th  Street 
New  Yobk,  N.  Y.  10016 

TELKrHON'E  i212)  953  -0440 
C/U1L1S:  BuCHDUCn  NliwYoRK 


Law  Offices 
BUCHMAM    S.  BUCHMAN 


Washington  Dffice 
425    13th  Street,  N.  W. 
Washington,  D.  C.  20UU4 
[202]  63B-G854 


April  19,  1977 

Director  Rex  D.  Davis 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms 
1200  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  T'.W. 
Washington,  D.G.  20226 

Re:    Pror>o3al  Number  304,  " Appellation]  of  Origin," 

"Viticultural  Area,"  and  "Estate  bottled"  Definitions 


Dear  Director  Davis: 


On  behalf  of  the  Nat ionaj/^ki^\  Assoc la'tian,  we  are  submitting 
its  position  for  incorporation  ix>/co/t,,c&  record  pursuant  to  the  notice 
contained  in  the  Public  Hearing.  bn^Fse-braary  24,  1977.     Enclosed  here- 
with are  conies  of  letters  of  j^^hb-ri-/ation  and  position  dated  4/12/77 
from  National  'iine  Associat^o3>^^\,h\ undersigned  and  a  list  of  the 
membership  of  said  Associai 
of  ths  record  of  the  above 


ie\rev/uest  that  these  be  made  part 


Ail  the  un/e^3"igned^T~te3tiniony  at  the  Hearing  on  2/24/77 


on  behalf  of  the 


ifne  Association  and  certain  wineries 


had 


been  furnished  prevxp^slytroy  the  National  Wine  Association  and  such 
Association  has  comolet^l^^upported  the  position  with  respect  to 
varietal  wines. 


We  cannot  stress  too  strongly  the  importance  of  maintaining 
the  517,  minimum  varietal  requirements.     We  wish  ag-'in  to  noint  out  that 
not  only  would  it  be  morally  wrong  to  increase  these  minimum  standards, 
but  it  would  also  be  contrary  to  oast  good  winery  commercial  oractices. 

In  our  ooinion  any  change  in  the  present  minimum  requirements 
would  be  in  violation  of  due  process  as  being  inconsistent  with  the 
published  proposals. 

Resoectyf  ully ,  Z1 

(jM4uu^i.£u  — * 

ABRAHAM  M.  BttCHMAN 

AM3:d? 
ends . 


8»8®»l  Wail  M@(BII&f  2®Si  ,0g~ 


(FOWMtm.Y   NATIONAL  ASSOCIATION  OP  WINl!   CnODUCEBS  AND  UOTfLril?.  INC.) 


HEPHEStNTING  ITS  MEMDHRS  INTEHESTS  AT  THE  NATIONAL  LEVEL" 

Z20  W.  LUZERNE  STREET 
PHILADELPHIA,  PA.  19MO 
(213)  223-3IOO 


April  12,  1977 


Mr.  Abraham  Buchman 

Buchman  &  Buchman 

10  East  40th  Street 

New  York,  New  York  10016 


Dear  Abe: 


At  our  Board  meeting  in  New  York  on  March  10,  1977,  it  was  unanimously  voted 
to  take  the  following  position  in  regard  to  the  current  BATF  proposals  concerning 
wine  appellation  of  origin,  vintage  requirements,  etc. 

The  position  of  our  Association  is  simply  this:  we  are  in  complete  and  full  agree- 
ment with  the  stated  position  of  the  Wine  Institute  with  one  exception,  namely,  we 
unanimously  oppose  any  change  in  the  present  51%  minimum  varietal  requirements. 

Frankly,  we  failed  to  understand  why  a  change  in  the  51%  varietal  matter  was  even 
discussed  since  it  was  not  one  of  the  BATF's  proposals  outlined  at  or  before  their 
public  hearing  in  Washington  on  February  24th. 

In  any  event,  however,  we  are  unalterably  opposed  to  a  change  in  the  present 
varietal  minimum  and  I,  as  Chairman  of  the  Legal  and  Regulatory  Committee, 
have  been  authorized  to  retain  your  services  to  file  a  written  statement  to  the 
BATF  stating  the  position  of  our  Association  and  its  membership. 

Enclosed  is  a  list  of  our  membership  in  the  event  that  you  need  that  information. 

Sincerely  yours, 


NATIONAL  WINE  ASSOCIATION 
Raymond  H.  Kasser 


kd 
cnc. 


K.  C.  Arey  &•  Co.,  Inc. 
760  Holbrook  Avenue 
Danville,  Virginia  24541 

Bardenheier  Wine  Cellars 
1019  Skinker  Parkway 
St.  Louis,  Missouri  63112 

Bear  Mountain  Winery 
2840  S.  Ashland  Avenue 
Chicago,  Illinois  60608 

California  Growers  Wineries 

601  Montgomery  Street 

San  Francisco,  California  94311 

California  Wine  Association 

P.  O.  Box  4067 

Burlingame,  California  94010 

Canandaigua  Wine  Co. ,  Inc. 
116  Buffalo  Street 
Canandaigua,  New  York  14424 

Church  Point  Wholesale  Groc.  Co. ,  Inc. 
Main  Street,  South 
Church  Point,  La.  70525 

D  £  II  Wine  Company 
1304  S.  Canal  Street 
Chicago,  Illinois  60607 

Delano  Growers  Coop.  Winery 
Route  1,  Box  283 
Delano,  Calif.  93215 

Eastern  Wine  Corp. 

P.  O.  Box  10 

Maspeth,  New  York  11378 

Louis  Finoechiaro,  Inc. 
1113-19  South  6th  Street 
Omaha,  Nebraska  68103 

Fredohia  Products  Co. ,  Inc. 
Cliffstar  Avenue 
Dunkirk,  New  York  14048 
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Gallup  Sales  Company 
530  Fast  60th  Avenue 
Gallup,  New  Mexico  87301 

Giumarra  Vineyards  Corp. 
P.  O.  Bin  1969 
Bakersfield,  Calif.  93303 

Ben  R.  Goltsman  &  Co. ,  Inc. 
145  Coosa  Street 
Montgomery,  Alabama  36102 

Guild  Wine  Company 
500  Sansome  Street 
San  Francisco,  Calif.  94111 

Italian  &■  French  Wine  Co. 
1055  E.  Dela van  Avenue 
Buffalo,  New  York  14215 

Kasser  Distillers  Products  Corp. 
Third  and  Luzerne  Streets 
Philadelphia,  Pa.  19140 

Midwest  Liquor  Company 
10700  East  40th  Avenue,  D.  E. 
Denver,  Colorado  80239 

Monarch  Wine  Co.  of  Georgia 
451  Sawtelle  A\enue,  S.  E. 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30315 

James  Moroney,  Inc. 
243-47  North  63rd  Street 
Phila.  ,  Pa.  19139 

Papagni  Vineyards 

31754  Avenue  9 

Madera,  California  93637 

Palerno  Imports,  Ltd. 
2701  Western  Avenue 
Chicago,  Illinois  60608 

Quality  Import  Company 
100  Industrial  Avenue  N.  E. 
Albuquerque,  New  Mexico 


Silbernagel  Company 

300  Ferry  Street 

Little  Hock,  Arkansas  72205 

Solano  Winery,  Inc. 
6115  15th  Avenue 
Brooklyn,  New  YorkU219 

Ste.  Michelle  Vintners,  Inc. 
P.  O.  Box  3584 
Seattle,  Wash.  98124 

Tampa  Whlse.  Liquor  Co. ,  Inc. 
Anderson  &  W.  Comanche  Avenue 
Tampa,  Florida  33614 

Vincove  Winery 
675  River  Street 
Paterson,  New  Jersey07524 


EDWARD  J.  WAWSZKIEWICZ,  PH.  D. 

Associate  Professor  of  Microbiology 


Un i vers  i ty  ad dress : 

(for  vnfovma tionai  purposes  only) 

School  of  Basic  Medical  Sciences 

Department  of  Microbiology  and  Immunology 

University  of  Illinois  at  the  Medical  Center,  Chicago 

835  South  Wolcott  Avenue,  Chicago,  Illinois 

Mailing  address:  P.  0.  Box  6998,  Chicago,  Illinois  60680 

Tel.   (312)  996-7470 


April,  22,  1977 


Mr.  Rex  D.  Davis 
Di  rector 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms 
Vashington,  D.  C.  20226 

Dear  Mr.  Davis: 

Now  that  both  a  national  wine  publication,  and  a  local  trade  sheet  have 
interpreted  for  their  readers  a  particular  wine  label  that  !  myself  have 
considered  highly  problematic,   I  should  like  to  call  that  label,  and  the 
public  interpretation  that  has  been  given  to  it,  to  the  Bureau's  attention. 
And  I  should  like  specifically  to  request  that  this  letter,  with  its  enclo- 
sures, be  considered  an  addendum  to  my  testimony  before  the  Bureau  in  Feb- 
ruary of  this  year. 


You  will  recall,  Mr.  Davis,  that  both  in  my  testimony  before  the  Bureau  in 
April  of  1976,  and  in  my  more  recent  testimony,   I  delt  at  some  length  with 
the  vexing  question  of  so-called  place  name  "Doing  Business  As"  designations, 
as  they  have  been,  and  arc  sometimes  used  for  labeling  wines  not  originating 
from  the  place  named  in  the  "DBA"  designation.     I  advanced  the  maxim,   in  both 
my  prepared  statements  read  before  the  Bureau  (a  maxim,  incidentally,  I  really 
don't  believe  can  in  any  way  be  challenged  on  either  logical  or  ethical  grounds, 
since  it  is  based  en  the  requirements  of  simple  honesty),  that:  A  V/INE  SHOULD 
NOT  BEAR  THE  NAME  OF  A  PLACE   IF  IT  DOES  NOT  ACTUALLY  ORIGINATE  FROM  THAT  PLACE. 
Now  when,  on  both  occasions,    I  spoke  to  the  Bureau  on  this  subject   I  had  in 
mind,   in  particular,  wine  labels  that  had  title-,  or  heading-  (at  the  top  of 
the  label)  place  name  "DBA"  designations  (or  place  name  corporate  names)  not 
corresponding  to  the  actual  place  (or  places)  of  origin  of  the  wine  labeled. 
And   I  said  that  labels  of  this  type  must  in  the  future  be  proscribed.     But  now 
a  new  facet  of  this  vexing  problem  has  been  forced  upon  my  attention  -  and  I 
feel  duty  bound  to  bring  it  to  yours. 
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Reproduced  below  is  a  label  which  is  not  titled  with  a  place  name  "DBA" 
desiqnation,  or  place  name  corporate  name,  but  which  uses  the  initials 
(MEV)  of  a  place  name  "DBA"  designation  (Mount  Eden  Vineyards)  as  heading, 
with  the  place  name  "DBA"  designation  occurring,  however,   in  small  letters, 
in  the  copy  and  in  the  credit  line,  FOR  A  V/INE  ORIGINATING  PREDOMINANTLY 
{ca.   88%)  NOT  FROM  GRAPES  GROWN  AT  THE  PLACE  NAMED  IN  THE  "DBA"  DESIGNATION 
(the  vineyards  on  Mount  Eden,   in  Saratoga  -  Santa  Clara  County  -  California) 
BUT  FROM  GRAPES  GROWN  IN  VINEYARDS  90  MILES  AWAY  (in  Sonoma  County,  Califor- 
nia)! 


Now  the  wine  press  would  seem  to  be  as  good  an  indicator  as  to  how  consumers 
are  likely  to  interpret  this  particular  label.     So  what  has  it  had  to  say 
about  it?    One  example  of  the  reaction  of  the  press  should  suffice.     I  enclose 
a  photocopy  of  page  38  of  the  March-April   issue  (Vol.  6,  #3)  of  the  national^ 
wine  magazine,  Wine  World,   in  which  the  labeled  wine  is  pictured  and  identified 
unmi stakeably,  and  unabashadly,  as  (Mount  Eden  Vineyards)  Chardonnay! 
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But  how  about  the  trade?    How  has  it  interpreted  the  label?    Here  in  the 
Chicago  area,  Sola's,  a  highly  respected  retail  wine  shop  In  Riverdale, 
Illinois,  has  just  sent  out  a  flyer  (see  enclosed  photocopy)  alerting  its 
customers  to  the  wine  sold  under  the  label   in  question,   identifying  the 
wine  as  (Mount  Eden  Vineyards)  Chardonnay! 

That  this  interpretation  of  the  MEV  label  would  be  the  one  that  would  be 
given  to  it  by  consumers  may  have  been  the  hope  of  those  persons  responsible 
for  developing  the  label   (some  of  whom,  happily,  from  my  point  of  view, 
are  no  longer  connected  to  the  M.  E.  V.  Corporation,  holder  of  the  "Mount 
Eden  Vineyards"  "DBA"  designation).     I  do  not  know.     What  the  use  of  the 
MEV  label  has  shown,  however,  now  beyond  any  quibble,   is  that  a  place  name 
"DBA"  designation  (or  place  name  corporate  name)  anywhere  on  the  label, 
even  if  the  title  of  the  label  is  but  a  set  of  initials,   is  enough  to  asso- 
ciate the  wine  with  the  place  name  "DBA"  designation  (or  place  name  corporate 
name),  and,   if  the  wine  so  labeled  does  not  originate  from  the  place  named 
in  the  "DBA"  designation  (or  corporate  name),  falsely  with  the  place  named. 

Such  wine  labeling  practice,   it  seems  to  me,  should  be  specifically  proscribed 
by  the  Bureau's  new  regulations.     Otherwise,  those  regulations,   insofar  as 
they  attempt  to  delineate  rational  conduct  to  be  followed  ir,  the  use  of 
appellations  of  origin,  will  be  completely  open  to  legally  sanctioned,  yvactvcal 
subversion  by  the  industry. 

As  a  concerned  wine  consumer  desirous  of  no-nonsense  wine  labeling,  and  frankly, 
as  a  concerned  wine  expert  worried  about  the  long  term  economic  harm  that  may 
come  to  fine  individual  vineyards  throughout  the  country  if  the  problem  posed 
by  place  name  "DBA"  designations  (and  place  name  corporate  names)   is  not  pro- 
perly solved,   1  submit  that  APPROVAL  of  future  MEV  labels  which  are  not  to 
be  used  specifically  for  wine  originating  entirely  from  the  vineyards  on 
Mount  Eden,  in  Saratoga,  California,  and  for  all  other  labels  of  similar  nature, 
submitted  by  other  wineries,  and  also  not  to  be  used  for  wines  originating 
from  the  place  named  in  the  "DBA"  designation  (or  place  name  corporate  name;, 
SHOULD  BE  DENIED. 

Thank  you  very  much  for  all  your  courtesy  to  me  in  the  past.     If  I  can  in 
any  way    be  of  further  assistance  to  the  Bureau  in  its  formulation  of  the 
forthcoming  regulations,  please  do  not  hesitate  to  call  upon  me.     I  would, 
ir,  fact,  be  willing  to  come  to  Washington  to  assist  you  if  need  be. 


Yours  sincerely, 


enc. 


1975  MEV 
(Mount  Eden  Vineyards) 
Chardonnay  <S6.50j 
Brilliantly  clear,  llic  wine  is 
gulden  straw  in  color.  The 
nose  is  big  and  fully 
developed,  surprisingly  so  for 
a  '75.  Strong  varietal  charac- 
ter combines  with  good  oak. 
Very  good  balance  between 
fruit/oak,  sugar/acid.  Full- 
bodied,  heavy,  with  a  buttery 
quality;  good  legs.  Complex 
and  richly  flavored.  A  long 
finish,  acidic  and  crisp.  A 
complex  wine,  with  finesse 
and  breed.  Very  good  now, 
but  will  improve  with  age. 

17/20 


797.5  Wehlener  Sonnenuhr, 
J.  J.  Prum  Spallese  (SS.75) 
Very  clean,  pale  straw  color, 
almost  white.  The  bouquet 
needs  time  to  develop.  Has 
good  fruit  with  an  almost 
pineapple}'  character.  Nicely 
balanced;  good  acid  for  the 
sugar.  Lisjht  in  body,  very 
delicate,  with  a  petillant 
quality  in  the  mouth.  Nice 
fruit;  lovely,  sweet  flavors; 
clean  and  fresh.  A  medium-* 
long  finish  that  tails  off  per- 
fectly. This  wine  is  very  plea- 
sant now,  but  needs  more  bot- 
tle age  to  realize  its  full 
potential.  17/20 


7975  Chateau  St.  Jean 
Fume  Blanc  (S5.50) 
Bright,  clear  and  clean.  Pale 
straw  gold  in  color.  Good 
fruit  in  nose,  but  softer  than 
most  Fume  Blancs.  The  bou- 
quet is  round  and  flowery, 
with  a  nice  hint  of  oak.  A  bit 
low  in  acid;  somewhat  thin; 
clean  and  pleasant,  if  short.  A 
tannic  finish,  lingering  and 
astringent.  Still,  a  wine  with 
some  nice  qualities.  14/20 
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7970  Clos  de  la  Roche 
Dam.  Remy  t$5Mj 
Clean  in  color,  but  light,  the 
wine  is  pale  garnet,  turning 
orange  at  the  edges.  Good 
varietal  nose  with  fruit  and  a 
hint  of  wood.  The  bouquet  is 
rich  and  heady.  Too  low  in 
acid  for  the  amount  of  sugar 
(chapttalized?).  Medium- 
light  in  body;  a  bit  thin,  with 
some  hotness  and  roughness 
at  the  edges.  The  finish  is  of 
medium  length,  but  somewhat 
hot.  The  bouquet  is  its  most 
attractive  feature.      14  20 


7970  Corlon  Clos  du  Roi 
Dom.  Thevcnot  (S5.99) 
A  beautiful  deep  garnet  color, 
clean  and  bright;  lots  of  color 
for  a  Burgundy.  A  rich  and 
complex  nose  filled  with  that 
true  Burgundian  quality:  full 
of  sweetness  and  fruit,  earth, 
and  an  almost  caramel-like 
character.  Pinot  Noir  really 
conies  through.  The 
acid/fruit  balance  is  perfect 
and  the  wine  is  fairly  full- 
bodied.  Lovely  fruity  flavors 
and  a  long  lingering  finish, 
with  nice  tannin.  The  bou- 
quet on  this  wine  is  magnifi- 
cent; a  few  flaws  in  the  taste 
prevented  a  perfect  score. 

17/20 
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.closed  is  the  latest  issue  of  Mirassou'S 

uarterly  latest  Press*,  eenpliaents  of  Sola's 
id  Mirassau.    We  hope  you  enjoy  it. 

irassou's  newest  release,  their  1976  Mcnteray 
ieiling  is  a  reautiful  wine  bargain.  The  del- 
:ate  earthy- type  of  snicir.ess  cocbineil  with  a 
ptleee-li&e  sweetness  produces  ■  vhse  that 
ill  be  an  absolute  delight  to  quaff  on  the  up- 
xting  hot  sicrx-r  afternoons,  or  enjoy  it  with 
Lght  ir,eals,  haa  dishes,  or  alnoit  anything! 

1.  1976  MOMBMS  RIESLING  -  KtRASSQU  Re?.  S3. 29 

FECIAL  LOOTED  TIM  ONLY  (2.49  per  bottle 


MLVJ  -  MMS 
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V 
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CORDIALLY  IKVITEO  TO  ATTEND  A  GOUhMTT  DINNER 

chvtt.uj  lathe  rain  tiq  gulden  waits  or 

MQOKUD'S 
AT 

i4coi  s.  ruiASki 

H1X10THIAN,  ILLINOIS 
ON 

TUESDAY,  MAY  24,  1977 
7:00  CM. 

$25. on  it.r  couple 

All  PROCEEDS  IOH  UK  FL-.EFIT  OF 
TKT.  HIOUOmlAH  IIIUnAVj  GWES 


Les  Frorage 
(Cheeses) 

l.cs  Sandwiches  tie  teouf 
(Big  Mac  or  Quarter-poiAdtr) 

Filet  de  Toisson 
(fish  sar.Jt.-icS) 


Les  Potits  Pain  au  lait  a  le  McDcr-ald's 
pfcDorvild's  coolies) 


1971  riper-lleidsiccl  Brut 

Cnampagne 

1973  Outran  Lafite-Pothschil i 
Bordeaux 

1975  Schloss  Vollrads  Crun 
Rhine 

1967  Chateau  Rayne-Vigneau 
Sauternes 


Entcrtair.pent  will  be  supplied  by  the  '"Midliothian  Scottish  Band  (1576-77  U.S.  Pipe  Bind  Champions).  The  Korld 
O^piott  Scotrish  Highland  Ilincer  Mary  Beth  Miller  will  be  racing  a  guest  appearance*.    She  is  flying  at  her  own 
expense  from  Kansas  City  to  join  the  festivities.    Also  our  c-ti  NtortAShore  five  year  old  wee  highland  dancer 
Maureen  Costelloe  will  delight  you  as  she  dances  on  the  table  tops!    Join  us  tor  an  evening  to  remcsijer  as  we 
help  this  great  cause.    Waitresses  and  Maitcr'd  will  be  on  Ijnd  to  serve  ycu  in  Scottish  costuae. 

NOTICE:  VEOT  LIMITED  SEATING  -  CALL  SOLA'S  MEDIATELY  (841 -$700)  FOR  RESERVATIONS. 


CHATEAU 

LAFON-ROCHET 


/■--CHATEAU 

PONTET  CJNET 

AR«tL«TI0N  PAUIbK?  CONISOCtP 


MBf  ARRIVAL  FROM  CALIFORNIA  

KXflff  EDO*  V!NEYAPI»S  consistently  pro- 
duces SStOUnding  Chardcnriay.    The  old 
Burinmdian  practice  c£  fenxnting  the 
Ourdonnay  in  Linoscm  5Sk|  is  alrrst 
unheard  of  in  California.    Mount  E--en 
uses  this  and  other  very  old  and  put* 
very  now  techniques  in  developing  the 
kind  of  Chardonmy  r-any  felt  never 
possible  in  California.    Their  wines 
often  sell  for  $10  to  $2S  per  bottle. 
This  is  a  new  addition  to  their  Canity 
of  distinguished  wines,  a  lo^cr  priced 
Chardonnay  that  could  please  the  rest 
sceptical  connoisseur.  M.E.V.  (Nfoint 
Eden  Vineyards)  Chardonnay  is  prod'jced 
from  R.G.  Young  Vineyards  and  Martin 
Ray  Vineyards  Charder-iay  grapes. 

BIO.  1975  H  E  V  Oiardonnay 

Reg.  $3.00  SALE  $6.49 


CIAt  -  POSTER-SIZE  REPKTXCTIONS  OF  TM)  F.VPJS  CHATEAU  LABELS 


,  uniqm^"i.i":    FREE  with  the  purchase  of  the  respective  wine  is  a  giant  size 
eprooucTxon  of  the  label  mita^le  for  framing.    It  would  lock  great  in  your 
ine  ftOOk.    We  have  the  gi3nt  (aprox.  2*  x  V)  labels  of  Chateau  Ufon  Rochet 
nd  Chateau  Pontet  Canet.    VERY  LftUTHj  OFFER  -  FIRST  DOME  FIRST  SEgME. 
,LMIT  ONE  CF  EACH  LASIX  FLK  C^Li'A 

2.  1970  CKATEAO  LAfCH  ROQiFT  4th  Growth  St.  Estephe  Reg. $".79  SALS  $6.09 

3.  1971  QHMEAO  EAfON  ROCHET   Rc£.$".79  SALE  $6.09 

4.  1972  CHATEAU  LAFON  KOOin   Re2.SS.00  SALE  $5.79 

5.  1372  QKtxX  lUNTET  CA.NTTT  Sth  Growth  Pauillac  Rci.i5.89  SUE  $4.29 

IMS  COMING  IN  -  OftPER  NOW  ASD  KE  KILL  RESERVE  YCUR  P0STER(S]  ARRU'AL  -  JUNE 

6.  197J  OKTEATJ  LARK  ROCHET  Reg.$6.SS  S'd.E  $S.09 

7.  1973  O'ATFAU  PONTET  CANET  Re2.$7.49  SALE  JS.79 
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XAVA  V  M  LHY 


B9.  1S-4  FOUILLY  RNE  -  lAUUKZLTTE    Pouilly  Euno 
is  the  best  dry  white  wine  of  the  French  Loire 
Valley,  and  Ladoucette  is  the  hest  of  I'o'jilly  Funes. 
The  19~4  edition  of  this  lovely  wine  possesses  a 
very  lively  entrancing  flavor  with  a  hint  of  SpritX- 
iness.    The  deep,  elexn,  exotic  flavor  has  the  life 
of  youth,  yet  the  f.reut  conplexity  of  mturity.  It 
is  drir,Eing  excellently  now  and  for  the  next  year 
or  two. 

VERY  LIMIT! D  SUPPLY! 
REGULAR  PMCE  J7.J9  :  SALE  S3. 99  per  bottle 


TASTI'C  GSOJPS  TAJS  NTTE    N  / 

Concerning  Chateau  F.-urcas-llostcin  Lichinc  says  in  his  Enry- 
cloped:a  of  Wirfs  ?--J  fpirits:  "...is  perhaps  rated  belc~ 
its  tr_e  position  and  algnt  m  considered  as  a  classified 
Croat  Crowlh..."    it  is  a  lovely  wine  of  tremendously  con- 
sistent hifh  quality  production.    Ke  have  the  fool  fortur." 
to  have  f.'ur  consecutive  vintaj.es  in  stock  (limited). 
Each  Vintage  different  and  distinctive,  yet  each  a  fine 
wine.  SPiCL'J.  1  BOTTLE  E«TI  OF  mm  VENTAGES  REGULAR  $:s  36 
til.  1970,71,  Ti  3r.j  73  niATEAU  KUKCAS  IOSTEIN    SALE  $19.95 


CABERNET 
SAUVIGNON 


i.  1?::  CAPTKNtT  5.*0a'IGN0N  -  TREDttRK  A3BEV  ARRIVTNC  SfJON  R:5L:.'.T 
JfR  ORPFR         Iricr.irV's  19'2  Caherr<et  is  a  delicately  flavored 
ariet-il        an  interesting  l-oju-.iet.    It  »r-  a  light  Cil^vnet,  as 
rc  irr  ^jf  the  '72  Cans,  hut  ycu  v 1 1 1  r."t  h%\*  to  wait  too  l^r.g 
Actually  it  is  driqkin$  prettv  *ell  alrcaity  an.!  it 
5  into  its  r>*st  drlntJnt;  :*.  i*vout  a  year  fron  now. 
ft  t  tuid  tht>  prite  i"-  unbe^ul  '.t .   A  very  fairly 
:  betsle  <>f  uno  Uesigr-eJ  i':  cf*.*^*tiefl  *»vci  the 
of  years,    kd  ART  rAKINC  XX.£  I  "U4RS  AX>  KCSm'lW 
CAU*4  A  UH1TEU  XXW'l  IS  tt'\«.>!ll  AT  ItitS 


EiKloscd  is  I  co-,-li.-cr.tnry  copy  of  t>  *  W,»LVK.'.vr  M>.T.  SCENT.'.'     This  newsletter  is 
designed  to  keep  you  up  to-dltc  With  happenings  in  the  dicajjo  area.    Ttw  latest  information 
ea  tastings,  retailer  reports,  personal •:>■  intcrvicus.  and  general  cotwnury  on  the  Chicago 
vine  scene. 

Ke  hone  that  jron  will  enjoy  the  enclosed  free  issu^.    If  vcu  do,  please  seid  for  a  subscrip- 
tion directly  to  the  wine  scene  (do  not  scnJ  your  snbscription  to  Sola's).   Simply  tcir  yciir 
address  tag  eff  the  otH-r  side  of  tKR  rr<e  aid  send  it  -::h  XIS.R0  for  an  anrul  (12  issues) 
^scrjjrtion_(orj»e_lhcjor<icr  fan  bclc!    to  keeE  in  r-..ch  with  local  wine  news. 
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Inclosed  i»  lli.OP  for  nn  assril  suhscrip- 
tlcn  :l-  is^..es),  nlcase  Mirt  sub- 
scription with  issue  » 


YES!  WE  DZUVZR       (312)  841-3700      RBSERvb  vouit  ordrr  nowi 


+  +  Tc*OH+I*N*G*  +  ♦E+V+E+N+T+S+  ♦  +A+T+  ♦  ♦S+0*L+A*S-'  ♦  *  + 

\ 

APRIL  24  -  JUG  WISE  TASTING  AT  SOLA'S 

RARE  COGNAC  TASTING  COMING  SOON 

RARE  PORT  TASTING  (APKOX.)  END  OF  M*Y 

MAY  24  CHATEAU  LAFITE  AT  MCDONALDS 

TASTING  ISAJ-UJJ'.'S  WINE  LIST 

TASTING  ON  '7b  GERMEN  MINES  UPON  ARRIVAL 

DAVID  BRUCE  TASTING  -  WE  ARE  FLYING  DR.  BRUCE 
IN  FOR  A  SPECIAL  TASTING  AT  THE  END  OF  JUNE 

DOMAINE  DUJAC  FRENCH  BURGUNDY  TASTING  OF  NEW  RELEASES 
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April  25,  1977 


Mr.  Rex  D.  Davis 

Director,  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms 
Department  of  the  Treasury 
1111  Constitution  Avenue,  N.W. 
Washington,  D.  C.  20026 

Dear  Mr.  Davis: 

This  letter  is  offered  pursuant  to  your  notice  No.  304,  dated  November  8, 
1976,  relating  to  proposed  regulations  dealing  with  appellation,  estaLe 
bottling  and  varietal  content  requirements  for  wine.    As  Executive 
Vice  President  I  present  it  on  behalf  of  Heublein,  Inc.  the  82%  owner 
of  United  Vintners,  Inc.,  which  markets  wines  under  the  Colony,  Inglencok 
and  other  labels,  and  for  Beaulieu  Vineyards,  our  other  Napa  Valley  winery 
which,  for  all  intents  and  purposes,  exclusively  markets  Estate  Bottled 
varietal  wines.    Heublein  has  owned  the  above  two  California  wine  companies 
since  1969  and,  thus,  this  statement  will  be  based  upon  our  experiences  wi1 
these  two  companies  for  the  past  eight  years. 

In  recent  months  you  have  received  a  number  of  oral  and  written  comments 
relating  to  your  proposed  changes  in  the  regulations.    Contained  in 
those  submissions  are  statements  on  behalf  of  United  Vintners  as  well  as 
other  vintners,  grape  growers  and  individuals  representing  various  consumer 
interests.    It  is  not  my  intention  here  to  review  those  comments  as  they 
speak  for  themselves.    However,  I  would  like  to  lend  Heublein' s  perspective 
to  several  subjects  covered  by  your  proposed  regulations. 

1.      ATF  Seal  Wine. 

We  would  like  to  go  on  record,  along  with  almost  all  other  interested 
parties,  as  opposing  the  proposal  to  create  a  new  category  of  wine 
to  be  known  as  "ATF  Seal"  wine.    Cur  reason  for  such  opposition  is 
the  same  as  expressed  by  others  —  the  proposal  does  not  speak  to 
any  quality  requirement  while  giving  the  consumer  the  impression 
that  the  government  has  given  some  special  assurance  as  to  the 
quality  of  the  wine. 


Mr.  Rex  D.  Davis 

April  25,  1977  "    — „ 
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2.      Varietal  Content. 

We  do  not  support  an  increase  in  minimum  varietal  grape  content 
of  varietal  wines.    We  believe  any  such  increase  would  unnecessarily 
impair  the  winemaker ' s  ability  to  provide  the  consumer  a  top  quality 
varietal  wine  at  an  affordable  price. 

Since  Heublein's  entry  into  the  California  wine  industry  we  feel  that 
we  have  consistently  maintained  operating  practices  and  policies  that 
were  designed  to,  and  in  fact  did,  provide  consumers,  at  affordable 
prices,  with  sane  of  the  finest  Estate  Bottled  and  varietal  wines 
produced  by  the  American  wine  industry.    We  believe  that  a  number 
of  the  proposals  that  have  been  made  would,  if  adopted,  seriously 
impair  our  ability  to  continue  to  achieve  these  objectives. 

In  our  judgment,  and  consistent  with  present  regulations,  the 
employment  of  grape  type  as  a  varietal  wine  label  designation 
provides  the  consumer  with  notice  of  the  taste,  aroma  and  other 
characteristics  that  may  be  expected  in  the  wine.    However,  an 
increase  in  the  percentage  of  varietal  grapes  will  not  necessarily 
assure  improved  wine  quality  if  benchmarked  against  these  expecations 
of  the  consumer.    Thus,  imagine  if  you  will  a  bottle  of  wine  labeled 
as  Cabernet  Sauvignon  that  has  been  produced  by  blending  10%  Concord 
and  90%  Cabernet  Sauvignon  or  a  90%  Pinot  Chardonnay  blended  with  10% 
White  Catawba.    These  wines  might  qualify  for  varietal  labeling,  but 
their  taste,  arcma,  and  other  characteristics  would  certainly  be 
irasleading  to  the  consumer.    We  think  the  present  regulation  which 
requires  skillful  wine  making,  and  not  a  blind  following  of  recipe 
amounts,  best  protects  the  consumer. 

We  also  suggest  that  any  new  regulations  which  would  mandate  a  nunimun 
varietal  percentage  higher  than  current  standards  would  only  hurt 
the  consumer.    Varietal  wine  grapes  currently  are  not  in  surplus,  and 
any  regulation  which  would  substantially  increase  the  varietal  content 
of  varietal  wines  at  this  time  would  only  serve  to  exacerbate  the 
already  existing  shortage.    This  would  cause  the  price  of  varietal 
grapes  and  wine  to  increase  to  the  detriment  of  the  consumer.  In 
fact,  we  believe  such  action  could  very  well  price  varietal  wines 
beyond  what  the  average  consumer  could  afford  to  pay.  Consistent 
with  earlier  proposals  by  United  Vintners,  the  impact  of  any  such 
increase  would  be  felt  greatest  by  the  consumers  at  levels  above 
67  percent. 


Mr.  Rex  D.  Davis 
April  25,  1977 
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3.  Appellation  of  Origin. 

We  agree  with  your  proposal  to  close  the  loophole  under  the  present 
regulations  which  allows  a  winery,  taking  the  75%  appellation  of 
origin  requirement  together  with  the  51%  varietal  requirement,  to 
utilize  in  a  varietal  wine  carrying  an  appellation  or  viticultural 
designation  only  26%  of  the  grapes  of  the  named  variety  grown  in 
the  named  place.    We  would  endorse  the  proposal  of  United  Vintners 
that  such  wines  derive  75%  of  their  volume  from  grapes  grown 
within  the  designated  area. 

4.  "Estate  Bottled"  Designation. 

In  the  United  States  the  designation  "Estate  Bottled"  has  come  to 
be  viewed  as  a  hallmark  of  excellence  by  the  consumer  rather  than 
being  indicative  of  some  technical  meaning.    Thus,  for  instance, 
a  brand  such  as  United  Vintners'  Inglenook  can  be  used  to  offer  the 
consumer  a  variety  of  excellent  wines  with  the  estate  bottled 
designation  being  used  to  identify  in  the  consumer's  mind  the  very 
best  that  Inglenook  has  to  offer.    The  consumer,  therefore,  knows 
exactly  what  he  is  buying  when  he  buys  "Estate  Bottled"  in  this 
instance.    We  support  regulations  that  foster  production  of  wines  thai 
will  be  of  a  quality  consistent  with  the  consumer's  rightful  expectat 
of  excellence.    We  do  not  believe,  however,  that  it  is  possible  to 
legislate  all  aspects  of  quality  for  a  product  as  complex  as  wine 
where  such  quality  of  the  product  is  dependent  upon  the  skills  of 
the  viticulturist  (the  grape  growing  expert)  and  enologist 
(the  wine  making  expert)  both  of  which  must  manipulate  and  control  my 
variables  to  achieve  the  desired  end  result.    We  do  not  believe  that 
vineyard  ownership  or  management  by  the  winery  is  an  assurance  or 
best  method  of  insuring  quality  wine. 

Complaince  with  existing  regulations  have  forced  the  Heublein  wine 
companies  to  seek  out  vineyards  where  the  skills  of  the  viticulturist 
in  combination  with  soil  and  climatic  conditions,  have,  in  fact,  been 
merged  to  produce  varietal  grapes  of  exceptional  quality.    Based  on 
earlier  BATE  rulings  we  have  entered  into  extended  term  contracts 
with  growers  of  quality  fruit  to  enable  us  to  build  relationships 
that  have  further  enhanced  the  quality  of  the  grapes.    Tnis  result 
has  been  achieved  by  a  continuing  exchange  of  information  between 
the  viticulturist-grower  and  our  winemakers.    We  believe  our  present 
approach  will  continue  to  yield  Estate  Bottled  wines  of  a  consistentl 
higher  quality  than  would  be  possible  under  some  of  the  more  restrict 
concepts  that  have  been  proposed.    This  structure  we  find  ourselves 
in  is  the  product  of  hard  work  and  negotiations  which  have  resulted 
in  many  different  contractual  obligations  which  have  been  entered  int 
and  would  be  difficult  (if  not  impossible)  to  renegotiate  or  amend. 
There  are  a  number  of  other  reasons  for  believing  this  to  be  the  case 


Mr.  Rex  D.  Davis 
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The  ability  to  obtain  grapes  pursuant  to  a  contract  provides  the 
vintner  with  a  far  larger  array  of  grapes  from  which  a  selection 
can  be  made  other  than  that  which  would  be  available  were  it  only 
possible  to  use  grapes  from  vineyards  owned  or  leased  by  the  winery. 
Also,  as  new  viticultural  practices  are  developed  which  have  a 
favorable  impact  on  grape  quality,  it  is  important  that  the  vintner 
have  access  to  the  grapes  from  new  or  replanted  vineyards  that 
employ  such  practices  since  it  may  be  economically  impractical  to 
employ  these  techniques  in  existing  vineyards  until  they  are  replantec 
Finally,  we  believe  that  the  quality  of  our  Estate  Bottled  wines 
benefits  from  the  continuing  dialogue  between  our  winemakers  and  a 
number  of  expert  viticulturists  who  bring  a  variety  of  perspectives 
to  bear  on  the  growing  and  processing  of  fine  fruit. 

Some  background  with  respect  to  the  ownership  of  United  Vintners  woulc 
be  appropriate.    Our  82%  ownership  of  United  Vintners  was  acquired  in 
February  1969  from  Allied  Grape  Growers,  an  agricultural  cooperative. 
Pursuant  to  a  merger  agreement,  Heublein  acquired  an  82%  interest 
in  United  Vintners  and  Allied,  the  cooperative,  retained  an  18% 
interest.    That  minority  interest  allows  Allied  to  designate  eight 
members  of  United  Vintners'  twenty-member  board  of  directors,  causes 
United  Vintners  to  underwrite  Allied1  s  budget  ^aoh  year  (which  provide 
for  expenses  relating  to  field  staff  salaries,  grower  meetings,  grape 
breeding  programs  and  the  like) ,  and  involves  an  arrangement  providinc 
that  Allied,  under  a  long-term  contract  supplies  the  California 
grapes  required  by  United  Vintners.    Pursuant  to  this  arrangement, 
United  Vintners  can  and  does  publish  specific  quality  standards  each 
year  for  the  grapes  that  it  requires.    However,  Allied  Grape  Growers' 
operations  in  supplying  those  grapes  remains  autonomous  in  terms  of 
its  staff,  operating  budget  and  field  forces.    The  price  paid  to 
Allied  for  its  members'  grapes  by  United  Vintners  is  based  upon  the 
market  price  of  each  variety  plus  a  premium  based  upon  United  Vintner: 
operating  income  in  any  particular  year. 

We  submit  that  this  unique,  but  long  standing,  organizational  structu 
of  one  of  the  major  factors  in  the  California  wine  industry  needs  to 
be  recognized  and  accommodated  in  any  changes  you  decide  to  adopt. 
Such  recognition  would  be  consistent  with  your  past  practice  and  we 
believe  it  can  be  done  without  prejudicing  either  the  interests  of 
consumers  or  Inglenook's  valued  and  accepted  Estate  Bottled  wines.  W< 
also  submit  that  this  unique  relationship  between  United  Vintners 
and  Allied  Grape  Growers  has  been  a  vehicle  in  the  past,  utilizing 
quality  standards  which  are  in  place,  for  Inglenook  to  acquire  qualit 
grapes  which  have  contributed  to  making  Inglenook's  Estate  Bottled 
wines  famous.    This  practice  should  be  allowed  to  continue. 


Mr.  Rex  D.  Davis 
April  25,  1977 
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As  you  are  also  aware,  our  interest  in  Beaulieu  Vineyards 
over  the  past  eight  years  has  resulted  in  a  continuation  of 
the  high  standards  of  excellence  in  wine  making  that  it  had 
built  and  maintained  over  many  years. 


In  summary,  Heublein  can  only  endorse  modifications  to  the  proposed  regulat 
so  long  as  such  modifications  will  assure  the  consumer  receiving  a  higher 
quality  product  at  an  affordable  price.    Of  necessity,  we  must  oppose  any 
regulations  that  do  not  bear  a  direct  relationship  to  improved  quality  and 
which  restrict  the  opportunity  for  the  type  of  innovation  that  has  permitte 
the  California  wine  industry  to  achieve  a  world  recognized  standard  of 
excellence. 

We  believe  that  any  regulation  that  would  increase  the  minimum  varietal 
content  of  wines,  particularly  beyond  the  threshold  increase  suggested  by 
United  Vintners,  would  result  in  greatly  increased  wine  prices  to  the 
consumer  and  with  no  assurance  of  improvement  in  quality.    With  respect 
to  the  designation  "Estate  Bott.led"  we  believe  the  following  criteria  woulc 
provide  a  reasonable  measure  of  assurance  to  the  consumer  without  arbitrard 
and  unnecessarily  restricting  the  vintner  from  continuing  to  produce  that 
"hallmark"  of  excellence.  Under  our  proposal,  to  be  labeled  "Estate  Bottled 
a  wine  would  be  required  to: 

1.  be  produced  from  grapes  grown  and  fermented  within  the 
viticultural  area  in  which  the  winery  is  located; 

2.  be  produced  from  grapes  which  must  meet  quality  standards 
established  by  the  winery,  copies  of  which  would  have  to 
be  filed  on  the  winery  premises  by  August  1  of  each 
year  and  available  for  inspection  by  the  BATF; 

3.  be  produced  from  grapes  grown  on  vineyards: 


a.  owned  by  the  winery,  or 

b.  under  lease  to  the  winery,  or 

c.  under  contract  to  the  winery,  or 

d.  under  contract  to  an  agricultural  cooperative 
which  delivers  to  the  winery; 


4.  maintain  leases  or  contracts  which  would  be  for  a  minimum  of  thre 
years  and  would  have  to  be  filed  on  the  winery  premises  and 
available  for  inspection  by  the  BATF;  and 

5.  be  produced  under  brand  labels  owned  by  the  winery. 


Mr.  Rex  d.  Davis 
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We  agree  that  change  rray  be  necessary.    Of  course,  any  change  in  this 
highly  complex  area  should  be  worded  in  a  fashion  consisted  vSh 
anLST  Practices-    We  P^se  that  a  reasonable  period  Sf  be 
allowed  for  any  inpacted  winery  or  grower  to  bring  its  ooerations  and 

Slina?W  ^^lanCe.With        neW  Standards  OT  regulations  wSch^ou 
3  5*f^  decide  ro  impose.    As  you  are  well  aware,  of  all  th-  coSaW 
you  regulate,  no  firm  has  been  less  resistant  over  the  years  to  cSta^S 
and  censure  oriented  change  in  your  regulations  than  HeuSein  f 
cc^any  we  will  continue  to  be  in  the  forefront  of  such  prog^ss  Tn  our 
industry.    However,  we  do  ask  that  you  give  serious  consideration  Severe 
SnSS  "S  WhlCh  ^  really  ******  °r  Protecf  Se 


yery  truly  yours,  , 

Christopher  w.  Carriuolo 
CWC:lm 


:    Steven  Higgins,  Assistant  Director  Regulatory 


1*€> 


IMId.  be  i  Fa„»inSto„  C  06032  |  (203)  077  406, 


April  26,  1977 


SreSor, 'Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco 

and  Firearms 
Department  of  the  Treasury 
1111  Constitution  Avenue,  N.W. 
Washington,  D.C  20026 


Dear  Mr.  Davis: 

X  would  1^  to  supplement " 
labeling. 

One  additional  c^cat^  ^a  formal 

industry  at  the  present  tune  xs  P^a^mdssiorl  agairist  Heublexn, 
complaint  issued  by  ^.^^S^TXch  alleges  that  Heublexn  »s 
United  Vintners  and  Allxed  Grape ^  ^jr^  wnxc  ^ 
acquisition  of  United ^xntners  _ vxolat^Sectr  ^  of 

and  Section  5  of  the  ^f^^^ls  a  barrier  to  entry  into 
that  complaint  alleges  that  faf  ^P^at  in  developing  this  allega- 
ta U.S.  wine  market  and  xt  xs Jxkeg ^         ^  relationships  between 
tion  the  Cormissxon  will  deal^ tte  co  will  be  an  xssue  xn 

a  winery  and  its  grape  J^on  relating  to  estate  bottlxng, 

that  litigation,  the  PJ^Stf  r^iS  ?he  winery  to  exert  more  dxrect 
which  would  have  the  effect,  of  ^       hase  their  vineyards, 

ro  ^forcCTent actl 

l  only  the  ^-1  T^de 

Department  of  ^grxculture  have  suppoTO  pu  integratxon 

™.         t  ^ouid  submit  this  letter  in  further 
S£SJTJ2  S^'^^  estate 


is*    r  S 

George-  Caspar^  <y 
GC:ad 

cc:    Steven  Biggins,  Assistant  Director  Kcgulatory 


/ 


Ml 

)  )  )     monarch  wine  co  inp 

J      J  PRODUCER     OF  MAMrS^HE^^'iffe 

\  4500  SECOND  AVENUE.  BROOKLYN    NY   11719  . 

J  uklyn.  NY.  H232  .  2,2.965^800  .  CABLE:  MONARCH  WINE,  NEW  YORK  •  TELEX:  6; 


April  25,  1977 


Rex  D.  Davis,  Esq. 
Director 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  &  Firearms 
Department  of  the  Treasury 
Washington,  D.  C.  20226 

Dear  Mr.  Davis: 

iST^AlSl.*^0*1?  °f  Pr°P°sed  Rulemaking  number 
304,  published  November  12,  1976,  and  your  introductory 
remarks  at  the  February  24,  1977,'  hearing,  we  are 
pleased  to  enclose  herewith  our  comments "for  your 
consideration.  y 

In  sum,  we  urge  you  to  find 

qiV  *in?°rd  SraPe  "ine  need  not  contain  in  excess  of 
bl/0  of  its  volume  from  Concord  grapes; 

2      The  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  was  insufficient 
to  legally  support  any  amendment  to  present  regulations 
which  would  increase  the  51%  minimum  volume  requirement 

tl      W-neS  °r  t0  require  Such  wine  ^els  to 
state  either  minimum  percentages  or  percentages  of  all 
wines  contained  in  designated  varietal  wines!  and 

FTff,;UC|!  \ahel  ^formation  would  not,  in  any  event 
fulfill  the  Federal  Alcohol  Administration  Act  require-' 
ments  that  labeling  regulations  prohibit  deception  of 
the  consumer  and  provide  the  consumer  with  adequate 
information  as  to  the  identity  and  quality  of  the  wines. 

Respectfully,  z^"  "X 
MONARCH  WINE  CO.^TNG, 

Secretary -Treasurer 


MHR : jp 
Enc. 
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.INTRODUCTION 


The  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  No.  304  ('H 
FR  50004,  November  12,  1376)  proposed  a  number  of  changes 
in  27  CFR  Part. 4  among  which  were  the  creation  of  "ATF 
seal  wine"  and,  as  concerned  "non-seal"  wine,  conforming 
and  correcting  changes.     The  "Summary",  published  as  part 
of  the  Notice,  concerning  "non-seal"  wine  stated: 

"In  connection  with  this  proposal, 
only  minimal  changes  have  been  made 
which  affect  wine  made  under  present 
regulations."     (41  FR  50004) 

At  the  February  8-10,  1977,  hearing  held  in  San 
Francisco  pursuant  to  the  Notice,  the  California  Wine 
Institute  proposed  that  the  minimum  qualifying  percentage 
of  wine  labeled  with  a  varietal  name  be  increased  from 
51%  to  75%,  and  other  witnesses  suggested  other  minimum 
percentages  varying  from  20-25%  for  Concord  wine  to  100?^ 
for  all  varietal  wine. 

During  the  hearings  several  members  of  the  ATF  panel 
questioned  witnesses  concerning  the  possibility  of  amending 
Part  4  to  require  label  statements  on  varietal  wines  to 
state  either  the  minimum  percentage  of  the  qualifying 
varietal  wine,  or  the  percentage  of  all  wines  contained 
in  varietal  wine. 

Monarch  testified  at  the  February  24,  1977,  Washington, 
D.C.  hearing  in  opposition  to  these  proposals,  which  were 
not  in  any  way  described  in  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking. 

These  comments  are  supplemental  to  Monarch's  testimony 
and  in  continued  opposition  to  these  proposals  first  raised 
during  the  hearings. 
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I  The  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  Was  Insufficient 

To  Support  Amendment  of  2  7  CI*R,  Part  4,  To  Increase 
The  Volumetric  Percentage  (s)  of  Named  Varietals  In 
Grape  Wine  Type  Designations. 


As  pertinent  here,  Section  4  of  the  Administrative 

Procedure  Act  (APA)  states: 

(a)     NOTICE  -  General  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  shall  he  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (unless  all  persons 
subject  thereto  are  named  and  either 
personally  served  or  otherwise  have 
actual  notice  thereof  in  accordance 
with  law)  and  shall  include  (1)  a  state- 
ment of  the  time,  place,  and  nature  of 
public  rule  making  proceedings;     (2)  ref- 
erence to  the  authority  under  which  the 
rule  is  proposed;  and     (3)     either  the 
terms  or  substance  of  the  proposed  rule 
oi^  a  description  of  the  subjects  and 
issues  involved.   (5  USCSS553.) 

27  CFRsM.23  presently  states: 

A  name  indicative  of  a  variety  of 
grape  may  be  employed  as  the  type 
designation  of  a  grape  wine  if  the 
wine  derives  its  predominant  taste,  aroma, 
and  characteristics,  and  at  least  51 
per  cent  of  its  volume,  from  that  var- 
iety of  grape.     If  such  type  designation 
is  not  known  to  the  consumer  as  the  name 
of  a  grape  variety,  there  shall  appear 
in  direct  conjunction  therewith  an  ex- 
planatory statement  as  to  the  significance 
thereof. 


The  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  (41  FR  50004, 
November  12,  1976)  states  nothing  to  suggest  consider- 
ation of  any  increase  in  the  requirement  that  a  varietal 
wine  derive  at  least  51  percent  of  its  volume  from  the 
named  varietal  grape. 

On  the  contrary,  both  the  pertinent  explanatory 
paragraph  and  the  terms  of  the  proposed  rule  state  that 
the -"qualifying  percentage"  continue  at  51%: 


"GRAPE  TYPE  DESIGNATIONS 


A  substantial  change  in  the  existing 
regulations  regarding  grape  type  (varietal) 
designations  (such  as  "Chardonnay"  or 
jJCabernet  Sauvignon")  lor  wines  other  than 

seal"  wines  is  included  in  this  proposal.  Section 
4.23  would  now  require  that  the  entire 
qualifying  percentage  (Sl%)  of  the  varietal 
grape  be  grown  in  the  area  covered  by  the 
appellation  of  origin  or  viticultural  area 
which  would  now  be  required  to  be  shown  on 
the  label.     Due  to  an  oversight  when  the 
present  4.23  was  drafted,  the  regulation 
has  allowed  varietal  wine  to  be  made  with 
as  little  as  26  percent  of  the  named 
varietal  grape  having  been  grown  in  the  place 
specified  on  the  label.     The  section  would 
now  require  that  all  varietal  wines  bear  a 
designation  of  origin,  where  present  regu- 
lations only  require  such  labeling  for 
varietal  names  having  geographic  signific- 
ance.    Numerous  problems  have  arisen 
in  determining  just  which  names  do  have 
geographic  significance,  and  we  are  seeking 
comments  on  this  issue  to  determine  the 
need  for  what  seems  at  present  to  be  an 
unnecessary  distinction.     This  section  has 
also  been  modified  by  deleting  the  provi- 
sion that  the  wine  "derive  its  predominant 
taste,  aroma,  and  characteristics"  from 
the  named  variety  of  grape,  and  by  deleting 
the  provisions  that  the  significance  of  type 
designations  not  known  to  the  consumer  be 
explained  on  the  label."  (41  FR  50005;  Emphasis 
supplied.) 


Perhaps  even  more  explicitly,  the  "Summary  of 
Proposal"  noticed  in  the  Federal  Register  stated  without 
qualification  of  any  kind: 


"For  non-seal  wine,  present  requirements 
basically  apply,  which  are: 

*  *  *  * 

(2)     If  labeled  with  a  varietal  name,  51 
percent  of  the  wine  must  be  derived  from 
that  variety  of  grape; 

*  *  *  * 

In  connection  with  this  proposal,  only 
minimal  changes  have  been  made  which  affect 
wine  made  under  present  regulations.  These 
have  generally  been  changes  to  conform  exis- 
ting regulations  to  the  new  changes,  and,  in 
a  few  instances,  to  correct  loopholes.  One 
example  of  these  changes  is  a  requirement 
that  the  entire  qualifying  percentage  of  a 
varietal  grape  (51  percent)  be  grown  in  the 
area  cited  on  the  label,  and  to  require  that 
a  growing  area  bo  cited  on  the  label  of  any 
varietal  wine.  "('II  TR  50004.) 


The  general  statement  in  the  third  paragraph  from 
the  end  of  the  four  page  Notice  does  not  enlarge  the 
subject  matter  of  the  explicit  statements  set  forth 
above.    The  general  statement  said: 

"This  notice  relating  to  "appellation 
of  origin",  "vitieultural  area",  "estate 
bottled",  and  "grape  type  designations" 
provides  a  general  description  of  the  subjects 
and  issues  involved.    The  language  of  the 
proposed  regulations  is  merely  tentative, 
and  all  oral  and  written  comments  submitted 
on  the  subject  matter  and  issues  involved  will 
be  considered  by  the  Bureau  in  adopting 
the  final  regulations."  (41  FR  50007.) 

Instead  of  enlarging  the  scope  of  the  hearing,  this 

paragraph  emphasizes  that  the  notice  relating  to  "grape 

type  designations"  describes  "the  subject  and  issues 

involved" ,  that  the  proposed  language  of  the  noticed 

regulations  was  tentative  (as  it  always  is  in  such 

notices) ,  and  that  all  comments  submitted  "on  the 

subject  and  issues  involved"  will  be  considered.  Simply 

stated:    pertinent  comments  will  be  considered. 

No  interpretation  of  this  paragraph  can  be  said 
to  authorize  such  comments  to  introduce  subjects  and 
issues  not  involved.    And  when  the  notice,  not  once, 
but  at  least  three  times,  specifically  states  that  non- 
seal  wine  labeled  with  a  varietal  name  must  derive  at 
least  51%  of  the  wine  from  the  named  varietal  grape, 
it  taxes  credulity  to  suggest  that  increasing  this 
51%  minimum  is  a  subject  and  issue  involved  or  that 
it  is  a  reasonable  alternative  to  the  subjects  noticed. 

Otherwise,  this  Notice  also  would  be  sufficiently 
informative  to  support  an  increase  in  the  minimum  to 
100%  or  a  reduction  to  0.01%.     In  each  case  this  is 
tantamount  to  no  notice  at  all. 

Any  increase  in  the  qualifying  percentage,  let  alone 
an  increase  to  G7%  or  to  75%,  could  hardly  be  described 
as  "only  minimal  changes  .  .   .  which  affect  wine  made 
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under  present  regulations."     (Notice  at  HI  FR  S000H.) 

Section  4(a) (3)  of  the  A PA  requires  the  notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking  to  include  "either  the  terms 
or  substance  of  the  proposed  rule  or  a  description 
of  the  subjects  and  issues  involved."    Here  we  have 
both. 

The  Act's  requirements  are  simple  enough,  and  the 
Attorney  General's  Manual  on  the  Administrative  Pro- 
cedure Act  simply  states:     "Where  there  is  a' descrip- 
tion of  the  subject  and  issues  involved',  the  notice 
should  be  sufficiently  informative  to  assure  interested 
persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  intelligently  in 
the  rule  making  process."     (Manual,  pp.  29,30  (1947); 
eJmphasis  supplied.) 

While  there  does  not  appear  to  be  any  judicial 
consensus  concerning  the  inadequacy  of  a  notice,  no 
opinion  suggests  that  the  subjects  and  issues  speci- 
fically described  by  the  Administrator  may  be  enlarged 
by  parties'  comments.     At  least  one  Circuit  recently 
has  held  that  the  Act  requires  Notice  before  rulemaking, 
not  after  ((Wagner  Electric  Corp.  v.  Volpe,  466  F2d  1013 
(CA  3,  1972)  J).1 

1        Significantly,  this  court  held  that  the  fact  that  some 
parties  did  discuss  the  specific  issue  in  question  was  not 
enough:     "Others  possibly  not  so  knowledgeable  also  were 
interested  persons." 
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II      The  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  Was  Insufficient 
To  Support  Amendment  of  27  CFR,  Part  U,  to  Require 
Labels  of  Grape  Wines  Designated  as  Varietals  To 
State  the  Minimum  Percentage  of  the  Named  Varietal 
ov  the  Percentages  of  the  Types  of  Grape  Wine 
Contained  In  the  Varietal  Type  Designation  Lmployed. 

Nothing  in  the  Notice  suggests  that  consideration 
was  to  be  given  to  requiring  non-seal  varietal  wine  labels 
to  state  either  minimum  percentages  or  all  percentages 
of  the  varieties  contained  therein. 

The  Notice  is  totally  devoid  of  even  a  hint  of  such 
proposals. 

Yet  the  Notice  proposes  to  amend  27  CFR      32 , 
Mandatory  label  information,  by  adding  two  new  paragraphs. 
Neither  these  -  nor  any  other  part  of  the  Notice  -  concerns 
percentage  labeling.    Not  even  the  third  paragraph  from  the 
end  of  -:he  Notice. 

surely  this  is  not  sufficiently  informative  to 
assure  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate 
intelligently  in  the  rulemaking  process. 

In  view  of  the  Director's  1975  decision  not  to 
impose  ingredient  labeling,  it  is  not  surprising  that 
the  Notice  did  not  propose  percentage  labeling  for  non-seal 
varietals.    As  to  virtually  every  consideration,  such 
percentage  labeling  is  totally  analagous  with  ingredient 
labeling  -  with  the  same  valid  reasons  for  rejection  -  and 
this  is  discussed  in  greater  detail  infra. 
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III       Such  Label  Information  Would  Not  Inform  the  Consumer 
or  Prevent  Consumer  Deception 

While  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  fails  to  give 
notice  that  consideration  would  be  given  to  amending  Part 
U  to  require  ingredient  statements  on  varietal  wines, 
inasmuch  as  members  of  the  ATF  panel  raised  such  questions 
of  many  witnesses,  including  Monarch,  we  wish  to  emphasize 
Monarch's  opposition  to  such  requirements  in  these  comments. 

ATF  panel  members  raised  questions  which  indicated 
consideration  might  be  given  to  requiring  either  (1)  a  min- 
imum varietal  percentage  label  statement,  e.g.  "Contains 
At  Least  51$  Concord  grape  wine",  or  (2)  a  label  statement 
of  the  percentages  of  all  wines  in  the  named  varietal  wine. 
No  industry  member  favored  either  approach;  the  consumer 
witr.-sses  varied  from  favoring  100%  of  the  named  varietal 
to  stating  a  minimum  percentage. 

The  Federal  Alcohol  Administration  Act  requires  ATF 
regulations  to  provide  for  labeling  which  "will  prohibit 
deception  of  the  consumer  with  respect  to  (alcohol  beverage) 
products"  and  which"will  provide  the  consumer  with  adequate 
information  as  to  the  identity  and  quality  of  the  products". 
To  require  percentage  ingredient  statements,  after  43  years 
of  consumer  experience  with  varietal  wines  without  percentage 
statements,  would  not  fulfill  either  FAA  Act  mandate.  In 
fact,  it  would  create  confusion  and  misleading  comparisons  without 
any  consumer,  or  other,  benefit. 

The  very  purpose  of  the  standards  of  identity  promul- 
gated pursuant  to  both  the  FAA  Act  and  the  Food,  Drug  & 
Cosmetics  Act  is  to  protect  the  consumer  by  regulating  the 
ingredients  of  standardized  products.     Even  the  FD  &  C  Act 
does  not  require  ingredient  labeling  for  standard  products 
notwithstanding  that  such  legislation  has  been  pending  before 
Congress  for  at  least  seven  years.    And  of  course  the 
Director  pointed  out,  in  one  of  the  colloquys  with 
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Dr.  Wawszkiewicz,  the  difficulty  of  analagizing  orange  juice 
and  "all  meat  hot  dogs"  with  varietal  wine  (Tr.  116-118). 

In  November,  1975,  ATF  announced  its  decision  not 
to  require  ingredient  labeling  for  alcohol  beverages 
because,  inter  alia,  "the  cost  ...  to  the  industry,  and 
Ultimately  to  the  consumer,  would  be  excessive  in  relation 
to  the  benefit  received,  .  .   . ;  the  content  of  alcoholic 
beverages  is  extensively  regulated  at  the  present  time; 

the  uniqueness  of  manufacturing  processes  of  alco- 
holic beverages  is  such  that  it  makes  labeling  of  their 
ingredients  of  little  value  and,  in  certain  cases,  even 
misleading";  and  "(f)inally,  ingredient  labeling  is  sup- 
ported by  only  a  small  segment  of  the  public." 

?.ach  of  these  reasons  is  at  least  as  applicable  to 
support  the  rejection  of  varietal  percentage  labeling. 

In  f=.ct,  such  labeling  in  every  case  would  be 
confusing  and  misleading.     It  would  discriminate  against 
varietal  wine,  not  only  as  to  other  types  of  wine  and 
other  alcohol  beverages  and  standard  foods  which  are  not 
required  to  state  percentages,  but  as  to  food  products 
which  are  required  to  carry  ingredient  labeling.  Even 
the  latter  are  not  required  to  state  percentages. 

A  varietal  label  required  to  state  a  minimum  per- 
centage simply  confuses  the  consumer  because,  after  all 
these  years,  he  finds  his  favorite  brand  of  wine  suddenly 
states:     "Contains  At  Least  Sl%  Concord  Grape  Wine",  and 
he  naturally  wonders  what  the  other  49%  is.  Moreover, 
if  there  are  different  minimum  percentages  for  different 
varietals,  he  wonders  whether  only  the  good  wines  are  those 
with  higher  percentages.    This  is  totally  misleading  and 
unacceptable. 


The  amount  of  individual  wines  in  n  Concord  varietal 
can  and  do  vary  from  one  batch  to  another.     The  only  constant 
is  the  51%  or  greater,  minimum  of  the  named  varietal. 
Therefore,  unless  different  labels  are  to  be  required  for 
each  batch,  it  would  be  equally  confusing  and  misleading 
to  require  the  percentages  of  all  wines  -  indeed,  if  they 
can  be  ascertained  -  in  a  named  varietal. 

Monarch  uses  a  computer  to  ensure  that  Concord  wine 
always  contains  the  minimum  Concord  wine  required  by 
Monarch  as  well  as  by  27  CFR  4.23.     The  balance  of  the 
wine  is  controlled  by  the  winemaker  using  whatever  quan- 
tities of  whatever  varieties  he  thinks  best  to  achieve 
a  continued  standard  of  quality  for  the  wine,  and  these  must 
necessarily  vary  from  tine  to  time  and  sometimes  from  batch 
to  batch.     These  considerations,  which  cannot  be  described 
in  a  prsctical  way  on  any  label,  are  more  important  in 
presenting  the  consumer  with  a  quality  product  than  presenting 
him  with  a  meaningless  label.    Moreover,  the  winemaker  can 
now  purchase  non-varietal  grapes  or  juice  for  the  balance  of 
the  wine.     It  would,  therefore,  be  an  unreasonable  hardship 
for  him  to  be  required  to  purchase  expensive  named  varietal 
grapes  when  he  has  no  need  to  impart  any  varietal  character 
to  his  product  other  than  that  of  the  named  variety.  This 
also  would  result  in  the  inability  of  grape  growers  to  market 
large  quantities  of  such  non-varietal  products. 

The  consumer  confusion  is  well  illustrated  in  the 
record  of  these  hearings  where  Mr.  J.  N.  Horrocks,  staff 
assistant  to  Ralph  Nader,  in  his  testimony  in  chief, 
attempts  to  analagize  wines  with  automobile  brand  names, 
corn  flake  ingredients  and  bread  (Tr.  268.)  ;  yet  when  Mr. 
Maxwell  asked: 

"Would  it  be  enough  to  say  then  the  percentage 
of  the  main  varietal  as  a  compromise,  to  leave 
off  the  percentage  of  'the  others?" 

"I  think  it  would  be,  provided,  in  your 
opinion,  the  remaining  25  percent  constituted 
bonified  good  wine."     (Tr.  272). 
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Anotlier  consumer,  Mr.  Joe  Okudo  seemed  to  believe 
that  a  varietal  requires  75%  of  the  named  varietal  to 
be  a  good  wine  (Tr.  179)  ;  yet  he  was  concerned  that 
Bordeaux  might  not  be  permitted  entry  into  the  United 
States  even  though  he  knows,  without  label  information, 
that  Bordeaux  is  a  blend  of  wines  (Tr.  178) . 

Abraham  H.  Bucliman,  who  testified  as  counsel  for 

Mogen  David  and  the  American  Wine  Association,  summed 

up  the  consumer's  "right  to  know": 

"I  take  issue  on  what  is  consumer  right 
to  know,  if  you  ask  most  consumers,  they 
have  the  ri;;ht  to  know  everything.  If 
you  put  everything  on  the  label,  he  knows 
nothing.     First  of  all,  there  is  not 
enough  room  on  the  label  to  put  everything 
on  to  tell  them  about  the  product. 

He  has  the  essentials,  the  minimum.  All 
he  knows  is  that  the  predom.*..t  nt  grape  in 
there  is  the  varietal  name  which  is  on 
the  product. 

You  can  have  one  with  51  percent,  and  I 
am  not  saying  they  go  down  to  51,  because 
people  have  variations;  55  percent  to  60 
percent.     Some  have  100  percent. 

The  point  is  their  consuming  public  who 

buy  that  brand,  like  that  blend."     (Tr.  242). 
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IV         Because  of  the  Distinctive  Taste,  Aroma,  and 

Characteristics  of  Some  Grapes  Such  As  Labrusca 
Grapes,  Such  Grape  Wine  Designated  As  the  Varietal 
Type  "Concord"  Must  Not  He  Required  to  Contain  a 
Minimum  In  Excess  of  51  Percent  of  Its  Volume 
From  The  Named  Variety  Grapes. 


The  well-known  wine  authorities,  Amerine,  Cruess  and  Berg 
of  the  University  of  California  state  in  their  "Technology 
of  Wine  Making"  3rd  ED.  1972: 


Pg.  60  -  "During  the  Colonial  period  numerous  attempts 
were  made  to  introduce  the  European  grape  to 
the  colonies  along  the  Atlantic  seaboard. 
It  was  not  until  about  the  end  of  the  18th 
Century  that  serious  attention  was  turned 
to  domesticating  varieties  of  the  numerous 
local  species.     Gradually  a  number  of 
varieties  which  were  suited  to  cultivation 
were  developed.     These  included  Concord, 
Catawba,  Niagara,  Delaware,  Ives  Seedling, 
and  a  host  of  others.     These  all  resemble 
each  other  with  a  more  or  less  strong  and 
distinctive  aroma,  believed  to  be  partially 
due  to  methyl  anthranilate.     The  odor  is 
commonly  said  to  be  "foxy"  both  in  this 
country  and  abroad." 


Pg.  FI  -  ".   .   .the  eastern  wines  because  of  their 
obvious  and  strong  aromas  have  an  appeal 
for  many  consumers.     Recently  Concord  wines 
and  concentrate  have  been  blended  with 
California  red  wines  and  sugar  to  produce 
sweet  kosher-type  wines.    A  large  clientele 
for  these  wines  has  developed.'.' 

Pg.  488-  "The  grapes  grown  in  these  areas  are  the 
Pg.  189    so-called  labrusca  grapes,  with  some 

Scuppernong  in  the  southern  states.  These 
are  native  American  grapes,  the  most  common 
varieties  of  which  are  Elvira,  Delaware, 
Concord,  Niagara,  Ives  Seedling,  and  Catawba. 
According  to  the  New  York  Crop  Reporting 
Service,  in  1965  about  125,000  tons  of 
grapes  grown  in  New  York  State  were 
purchased  by  wineries  and  juice  processing 
plants.     The  Concord  variety  makes  up 
the  bulk  of  the  New  York  grapes  processed 
in  the  state.     Other  leading  varieties  are 
Catawba,  Delaware,  Elvira,  Ives  Seedling, 
Niagara,  French  hybrids,  and  Fredonia. 
The  Concord  is  also  utilized  by  juice 
processing  plants.     However,  its  use  in 
wine  making  has  increased  appreciably  in 
recent  years  due  to  public  acceptance  of 
the  types  of  wines  in  which  this  variety 
is  used." 
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Pg.  '198  -  "Some  eastern  wineries  make  a  practice 
of  marketing  certain  varietal,  wines. 
Formerly  red  Concord  wine  was  not 
considered  a  very  acceptable  wine  as 
such.     During  the  past  ten  years  a 
highly  sweetened  Concord  wine,  both 
fortified  and  unfortified  has  proven 
quite  popular  and  has  been  produced 
and  sold  very  successfully  throughout 
the  United  States." 

Pg.  497  -  "As  the  acidity  of  eastern  wines  is  quite 
high  it  is    a  general  practice  to  blend 
in  up  to  25  per  cent  of  California  wines 
to  obtain  wines  of  the  desired  acidity. 
No  more  than  25  per  cent  California 
wines  may  be  used  for  blending,  unless 
the  eastern  wines  are  permitted  to 
lose  their  geographical  identity. 
They  must  be  labeled  as  "American" 
wines  if  less  than  75  per  cent  come 
from  a  given  region." 


The  governing  consideration  in  the  above  statement 
is  the  geographic.    Most  wines  like  the  Concords  are 
not  narketed  with  local  geographic  designations  and 
are  blended  with  a  higher  percentage  of  other  varieties. 

Tht  point  that  we  wish  to  emphasis  is  that  authorities 
recognize  that  wines  like  the  Concord  are  usually  made  with 
a  blend  of  other  varieties  in  order  to  achieve  a  desired 
level  of  acceptability  to  the  consumer. 

Notwithstanding  these  incontrovertible  facts  some 
47  witnesses  testified  at  the  four  days  of  these  hearings 
prior  to  the  Monarch  Wine  Co.,  Inc.  testimony  without 
mentioning  that  there  was  any  crucial  distinction  between 
labrusca  and  vinifera.    Of  course,  virtually  all  of  these 
witnesses  represented  the  California  wine  industry  which 
has  had  no  interest  in  labrusca  wines;  but  the  subject 
might  have  been  raised  by  some  witnesses,  or  by  the  ATF 
panel,  if  amendment  ofsU.23  had  been  considered  and  adequate 
notice  given  in  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking. 

Yet  several  prominent  California  witnesses  did  recogniz 
that  there  are  varietal  grapes  which  require  blending  with 
the  wine  of  other  grapes  to  produce  the  acceptable  flavor 
of  the  named  varietal. 
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Louis  Martini,  President  and  General  Manager  of  the 
Louis  Martini  Winery  and  Chairman  of  the  California  Wine 
Institute  testified: 


"Another  very  compelling  reason  for  not  raising 
the  varietal  percentages  too  high  is  that  a  number 
of  new  gi'ape  growing  areas  in  California  have 
varietal  grapes  with  flavors  so  intense  that  they 
need  considerable  blending  with  other  varieties 
to  bring  their  grape  flavors  down  to  a  palatable 
concentration.     I  doubt  that  75  percent  is  low 
enough.  .  . 

There  are  also  varietal  wines  currently  being 
made  under  75  percent  that  have  acquired  wide- 
spread consumer  acceptance."  ((Record,  February 
8  &  9  Hearing,  ,  (hereinafter :  "R") ,  pp. 

51-2;    Emphasis  supplied.)) 


And  even  while  supporting  the  Wine  Institute  minimum 
75%  proposal  as  "a  positive  move",  Robert  M.  Mondavi, 
Executive  Vice  President  and  General  Manager  of  the 
Robert  Mondavi  Winery  stated: 


"We  arfl  convinced  that  our  1971  Cabernet  Sauvignon 
reserve,  even  with  only  60  percent  Cabernet  Sau- 
vignon grapes  was  a  finer  quality  wine  than  our 
regular  Cabernet  Sauvignon  with  91  percent 
Cabernet  Sauvignon  grapes." 

William  Jaeger,  Freemark  Abbey  Winery  and  Rutherford 

Hill  Winery: 

"We  further  propose  to  raise  the  varietal  content 
from  51  percent  to  75  percent.     Why  75  percent? 
Because  of  Cabernet  Sauvignon. 

*  *  *  * 

Unless  we  have  the  leeway  to  use  up  to  25  per- 
cent of  these  other  Cabernet  grapes  in  the  Caber- 
net Sauvignon  wine,  we  will  be  handicapped  as 
against  the  Bordeaux  competitors.  (R.2H8) 

There  are  other  wines  known  by  a  varietal  name 
that  will  suffer  substantially  if  they  cannot  be 
improved  by  a  substantial  additions  (sic)  of  other 
wines  to  improve  their  flavor  and  body.  Specific- 
ally I  am  referring  to  Green  Hungarian,  Barbara, 
French  Cabenlard,  Grenache,  Grignolino,  Folle 
Blanche,  Merlot,  Semillon,  and  Sauvignon  Blanc." 
(R.  2U9). 

See  also  E.A.  Mirasson  at  R.  208  -  69,  L.M.  Crawford, 

E.  &  J.  Gallo  Co.,  at  R.  293,  who  also  recognized  that 

"in  some  cases  this  blending  (of  "the  most 
popular  varietals")  necessitates  reductions 
of  the  varietal  percentage  below  75  percent". 
(R.   299)  . 


Perhaps  Gerald  Asher,  of  21  Brands,  summed  it  up  for 
California : 

"Personally  I  am  not  sure  that  in  proposing  a 
75  percent  minimum  varietal  content  the  California 
Wine  Industry  (sic)  is  acting  in  its  own  hest 
interest,  or  in  the  best  long  term  interest  of 
the  consumer.     It  has  largely  had  to  bow  to  ill 
informed,  pedantic  pressure  from  people  who 
imagine  that  the  pleasure  in  drinking  wine  can  be 
judged  by  numbers  rather  than  the  senses."   (R.  105-406) 

Thus  there  would  appear  to  be  no  valid  consumer  or  wine 
making  reasons  for  requiring  any  varietal  to  contain  in 
excess  of  51%  by  volume  of  the  named  varietal. 

Even  the  testimony  of  the  distinguished  Vice  Chairman 
and  Vice  Presi d^nt  of  United  Vintners,  John  Cella,  indi- 
cated that  the  selection  of  a  higher  minimum  percentage  - 
and  he  advocated  67%  instead  of  75  -  would  be  simply 
arbitrary: 

"We  have  come  to  recognize  that  we  have  to  move. 
We  have  to  make  a  change.     From  the  51  to  67  per- 
cent represents  from  50  percent  or  half,  let's 
say,  to  two-thirds  which,  in  our  opinion,  is  a 
step  forward  that  we  have  made."  ((Tianscript, 
February  24  Hearing,   (Hereinafter  "Tr.") ,  p.  61)). 

Before  this  reply  to  the  Director's  question  as  to 

how  United  Vintners  had  arrived  at  67%,  Mr.  Cella  had 

discussed  the  production  of  varietal  wines: 

"I  would  like  to  first  speak  to  varietal  content. 
We  recognize  that  this  varies  between  firms  and 
winemakers.     We  know  from  experience  that  quality 
of  grapes  varies  from  year  to  year. 

We  have  found  that  it  was  necessary  at  times 
to  go  to  90  percent  to  obtain  good  varietal  flavor, 
but  also  that  it  was  attained  in  certain  years  with 
60  percent  and  occasionally  as  low  as  55  percent. 

We  have  also  found  that  the  percentage  needed 
for  good  flavor  varies  considerably  between  vari- 
eties.    For  example,  we  do  not  believe  a  varietal 
such  as  French  Colombard  or  Ruby  Cabernet  need 
have  a  high  or  varietal  percentage  as  Zinfandel. 

In  fact,  our  winemaker  advises  that  the  flavor 
of  a  high  varietal  of  Frencli  Columbard,  Ruby 
Cabernet,  and  Grenache  would  be  unacceptable  to 
the  consumer.     Testimony  was  previously  given,  I 
believe  in  San  Trancisco,  by  highly  repsected  wine- 
makers  that  substantially  said  the  same  thing. 
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One  premium  wine  producer  indicated  his  1971 
reserve  Cabernet  Sauvignon  was  GO  percent  varietal, 
which  his  regular  Cabernet  was  a  higher  percent-age. 
Another  stated  that  75  percent  varietal  may  not 
be  low  enough,  even  though  ho  would  go  along  with 
the  75  percent  varietal  minimum. 

I  would  urge  that  the  Bureau  not  adopt  a  stand- 
ard that  would  serve  to  increase  the  value  of 
vineyards  without  concern  to  quality  and  benefit 
to  the  mass  consumers. 

We  believe  the  growers  should  have  a  fair 
return.     However,  we  also  believe  that  the  major- 
ity of  consumers  should  be  able  to  enjoy  varietal 
wines  at  a  reasonable  price. 

Therefore,  we  recommend  that  the  varietal  per- 
centage of  a  wine  bearing  a  varietal  designation 
be  changed  from  a  minimum  of  51  percent  to  a  min- 
imum of  67  percent.     This,  in  our  opinion,  is  a 
major  change  from  present  regulations. " (Tr.  PP. 53- 
55)  . 

The  Secretary  and  Treasurer  of  Monarch  was  the  next 

witness  and,  after  questioning  the  adequacy  of  the  Notice 

of  Proposed  Rulemaking  (Tr.  73) ,  raised  the  pertinent 

problems  concerning  the  proper  percentages  of  Concord 

wine  in  this  labrusca  varietal : 

"What  we  are  concerned  with  are  the  counter-proposals 
interjected  into  these  hearings  that,  if  adopted,  may 
radically  change  our  current  approved  method  of  producing 
wine  from  the  Concord  grapes  or  other  varieties  of 
the  labrusca  grape  having  high  acidity  and  pronounced 
taste,  aroma,  and  characteristics  which  are  unique 
to  these  grapes. 

'Section  'K23  of  current  labeling  regulations  states 
that  a  grape  type  designation  requires  that  the 
wine  derive  its  predominant  taste,  aroma,  and 
characteristics,  and  at  least  51  percent  of  its 
volume  from  the  stated  variety  of  grape. 

Same  section  of  proposed  changed  regulations  would 

omit  the  taste,  aroma,  and  characteristics  requirements. 

Since  the  last  century,  blended  wines  with  predomin- 
antly Concord  character  have  been  made  as  Sacramental 
and  Kosher  wines  and  the  consumer  has  come  to  identify 
the  label  "Concord"  with  the  pronounced  taste  and 
character  of  such  wines  made  in  conformance  with 
existing  regulations. 

We  have  never  received  any  complaint  from  any  source 
suggesting  deficiency  in  Concord  taste,  aroma  or 
characteristics.     It  has  always  been  a  blended  wine 
made  and  labeled  in  conformity  with  your  regulations 
and  operating  procedures. 


Our  experience  has  shown  that  changes  in  character 
or  taste  have  resulted  In  consumer  rejections  and 
objections.     The  only  extensive  commercial  use  for 
Concord  grapes  marketed  as  Concord  wine  is  for 
Kosher  wines. 

It  is  also  interesting  to  note  that  the  New  York 
State  wineries  have  not  marketed  with  any  success 
a  Concord  wine.     I  am  referring  to  the  upstate 
wineries,  with  the  exception  that  the  only  wineries 
that  are  marketing  the  Concord  wine  are  those 
producing  it  as  Kosher  or  Sacramental  wine. 

We  have  also  found  that  deletion  of  the  term  "Concord" 
from  the  label  of  such  wines  causes  considerable 
confusion  as  to  the  nature  of  the  product  and  would 
not  be  purchased  by  those  who  desire  the  Concord 
character  currently  in  the  blends  now  offered  for 
sale. 


The  nature  of  wines  made  with  high-acid,  native 
American  labrusca  grapes  is,  t^e^cfore.  so 
different  from  those  with  only  old  world  vinifera 
varieties  that  they  demand  separate  consideration  - 
much  as  Part  21I0  of  the  Wine  Regulations  applies 
special  rules  for  the  manufacture  of  wine  made  from 
high-acid  grapes  and  high-acid  fruits  such  as 
loganberries  and  currants. 

It  is  not  in  the  interest  of  consumers  that  the 
same  standards  be  applied  to  both  groups  of  wines 
with  such  differing  characteristics. 

Consumers  recognize  and  want  the  traditional  taste, 
aroma,  and  characteristics  of  Concord  Kosher  wine 
and  it  is  not  in  the  consumers'  or  anyone's  interest 
to  require  now  that  these  characteristics  be  changed. 

I  could  not  more  agi'ee  with  our  previous  speaker, 
Mr.  Cella,  when  he  said  that  there  are  certain  types 
of  grapes  that  require  different  percentages  of  use 
and  amongst  them  is  the  Concord  or  labrusca  type  of 
grape. 

We  hold  that  any  minimum  other  than  that  which  now 
exists  under  present  regulations  should  not  apply 
to  high-acid  grape  wines,  such  as  the  native  American 
grapes  such  as  Concord,  which  are  not  only  high  in 
acid,  but  also  have  an  exceedingly  pronounced  flavor 
and  require  blending  to  achieve  acceptability. 

We,  therefore,  propose  that  the  current  provisions 
for  predominant  taste,  aroma,  characteristics,  and 
51  percent  be  retained  in  the  case  of  native  American 
high-acid,  aromatic  grapes  such  as  the  Concord  and 
other  labrusca  varieties  and  we  would  interpose  no 
objection  to  a  change  in  the  varietal  rule  for 
low-acid,  non-aromatic  grapes  such  as  the  old  world 
types".     (Tr.  pp.73,  74,  75-77). 

This,  then,  is  the  basis  for  Monarch's  position.  It 
stands  unopposed  in  the  record.     Indeed  every  witness  who 


addressed  the  question  supported  Monarch. 
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ATF's  score-keeper,  Dr.  Cdward  J.  Wawszkiewicz ,  so 

testified  in  response  to  Mr.  Higgins: 

MR.  HIGGINS:     "I  wanted  to  get  your  reaction  to 
the  testimony  earlier  this  morning  that  the 
Labrusen's  Concord,  for  example,  having  posed 
a  particular  problem. 

DR.  WAWSZKIEWICZ:     I  think  it  does.     I  think 
that  where  I  spoke  in  my  testimony,  I  was 
referring  really  specifically  to  the  Vinifera 
variety. 

I  believe,  as  I  think  any  rational  man  would 
have  to,  that  the  Labruscas  pose  a  special 
problem  and  they  should  be  treated  on  their 
own  ground,  so  to  speak. 

You  see,  this  is  one  of  the  wonderful  things 
about  the  French  system.     For  all  its  inadequacies, 
the  laws  concerning  the  grapes  and  winemaking 
and  so  forth,  come  from  the  local  people  up  through 
the  main  government. 

I  think  the  problems  with  the  Concord  grape 
wine  are  probably  real.     I  am  not  an  expert 
on  that  particular  subject,  although  I  do 
know  something  about  Labrusca  and  its  chemical 
composition  and  so  forth".     (Tr.  126-127). 

Indeed,  another  consumer  witness,  Phillip  Seldon, 
publisher  of  Vintage  Magazine,  stated  in  his  testimony- 
in-chief  : 

"And  frankly,  the  discussion  we  heard  about 
Concord,  I  think  a  good  varietal  percentage 
for  Concord  is  about  20  or  25  percent.  So, 
your  varietal  percentage  for  table  wines 
should  be  dependent  on  what  is  the  grape 
variety  and  where  was  it  grown. 

Now,  we  are  hung  up  on  variety.    You  don't  find 
this  use  of  variety  elsewhere  in  the  world.  I 
think  that  is  because  we  have  not  yet  reached 
the  level  of  sophistication  in  terms  of  our 
winemakers  in  having  a  body  of  worldly  experience 
in  making  a  wine  with  style,  delicacy,  complexity, 
all  this  when  you  speak  about  nobility  —  but, 
we  are  hung  up  on  variety.     Too  much  variety 
will  distract  from  the  quality  of  that  wine. 

Our  American  consumer  is  educated  towards  the 
term,  variety,  and  it  is  going  to  be  very  difficult 
to  establish  new  names  for  wine  styles.     So,  we 
should,  at  a  higher  quality  of  wine,  be  able  to 
develop  the  varietal  percentages  for  each  grown 
area,  for  each  grape  type  that  would  be  dependent 
on  the  yield  and  the  quality  of  that  grape,  and 
that  can  be  achieved,  not  right  away." 
(Tr.  204-205  Emphasis  Supplied). 
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Further,  in  reply  to  Mr.  Royee's  question  to 
elicit  what  minimum  percentage  Mr.  Seldon  would  support, 
the  witness  replied: 


"This  is  not  the  basic  question.     I  cannot 
impose  a  restriction  on  one  type  of  wine 
because  another  one  would  benefit  from  it, 
which  is  made  from  the  same  product. 

At  that  point,  I  would  suggest  we  make 
everything  100  percent;  not  because  we  should 
have  100  percent,  because  that  would  so  muck 
up  the  marketplace  and  everyone  would  get  out 
of  varietal  business  and  start  doing  something 
else,  or  put  varietals  altogether,  which  I 
certainly  would  not  advocate. 

If  you  make  it  strictly  100  percent,  you  will 
not  have  one  person  in  the  varietal  business. 
Everyone  will  start  developing  new  names. 
You  will  not  have  any  more  Chablis  or  these 
other  things  in  the  marketplace."     (Tr.  224). 


Such  stark  conclusions  serve  to  point  up  Monarch's 
opposition  to  increasing  the  minimum  percentage  for  Concord 
wines : 

"Our  experience  has  shown  that  changes  in  character 
or  taste  have  resulted  in  consumer  rejections 
and  objections. 

*  *  *  * 

We  have  also  found  that  deletion  of  the  term 
'Concord'   from  the  label  of  such  wines  causes 
considerable  confusion  as  to  the  nature  of  the 
product  and  would  not  be  purchased  by  those  who 
desire  the  Concord  character  currently  in  the 
blends  now  offered  for  sale. 

*  *  *  * 

Consumers  recognize  and  want  the  traditional 
taste,  aroma,  and  characteristics  of  Concord 
Kosher  wine  and  it  is  not  in  the  consumers  or 
anyone's  interest  to  require  now  that  these 
characteristics  be  changed."     (Tr.  pp.  74,  75,70.) 


Counsel  for  the  Mogcn  David  Winery  of  Chicago  and 
New  York,  the  Brother-hood  Winery  of  Washingtonville,  N.Y.  and 
the  American  Wine  Association,  Abraham  M.  Buchman,  stated: 


"My  personal  experience  with  some  of  the 
eastern  varietals  is  that  it  would  reduce 
the  quality  of  the  finer  wine,  rather  than 
increase  the  quality,  if  the  minimum  percentages 
were  increased  above  the  51  percent.     It  is 
also  true  that  some  of  the  California  varietals 
I  have  produced  in  California  —  I  do  not  believe 
is  necessary  nor  do  I  intend  to  go  into  detail 
at  this  hearing  —  since  the  Notice  of  Hearing, 
in  my  opinion,  would  not  permit  an  increase  of 
the  standard  varietal  grape  wines,  other  than 
to  set  forth  as  you  do,  approve  the  two  changes, 
but  we  are  definitely  against  increase  of  the 
minimum."     (Tr.  231.) 

Probably  the  smallest  vineyard  respresentative  at  the 

hearings,  Easley  Enterprises,  with  only  46   acres  in  Indiana, 

was  opposed  to  increasing  the  51%.    Mr.  Jack  Easley,  "a  very 

strong  believer  in  varietals"  stated': 

"I  would  like  to  suggest  perhaps  you  consider 
allowing  varietal  labeling  at  51  percent  plus 
and  varietal  labeling  at  51  (sic)  percent 
with  appellation  designation,  if  the  bottler 
wants  it.     In  other  words,  another  tier,  if 
you  will,  in  the  variety."     (Tr.  257). 

Thus,  it  is  evident  that,  notwithstanding  the  failure 

of  any  notice,  the  preponderance  of  credible  evidence  in  the 

record  totally  supports  the  conclusion  that  there  should  be 

no  increase  in  the  qualifying  percentage  for  Concord  wine. 
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CONCLUSION 

For  these  reasons,  Monarch  urges  the  conclusions 
intended  and  expressed  in  the  Notice  of  Rulemaking: 
that  no  change  he  made  in  27  CFR  Part  U  (or  any  other 
regulation  or  ruling)  which  would  increase  the  minimum 
percentage  of  named  varietal  wine  in  non-seal  varietal 
wines,  and/or  which  would  require  any  kind  of  label 
percentage  statement  i'or  non-seal  varietal  wines. 


Secretary  and  Treasurer 
Monarch  Wine  Company,  Inc. 


Of  Counsel: 

Robert  F.  Sagle 

Harrison,  Lucey  &  Sagle 

1701  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  N.W. 

Washington,  D.  C.  20006 
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Rex  D.  Davis,  Director 
Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  & 

Firearms 
Department  of  the  Treasury 
Attn:     Chief  of  Regulations 

in  Procedures 
David  Chupp 
Federal  Building 
12th  &  Pennsylvania 
Washington,  D.C.  22006 

Dear  Mr.  Chupp: 

We  represent  Ste.  Michelle  Vintners,   Incorporated,  the  largest 
grower  and  manufacturer  of  premium  table  wines  in  the  State  of 
Washington.     The  Company  produces  approximately  85%  of  the  wire 
made  in  the  State  of  Washington,  and  its  products  have  been  the 
principal  reason  for  the  recent  favorable  attention  to  Washingtc 
State  wines.     This  letter  is  submitted  as  part  of  the  record  cor 
cerning  the  proposed  regulations  of  the  Bureau  appearing  in  the 
Federal  Register,  Volume  41,  No.   220-Friday,  November  12,  1976. 

On  February  8,   9  and  10,  1977,  Mr.  Wallace  E.  Opdycke,  President 
of  the  Company,   and  I  attended  the  hearings  in  San  Francisco  re- 
garding the  proposed  regulations.     The  Company  generally  support 
the  proposed  regulations  and  feels  that  the  regulations  should 
encourage  as  much  truthful  information  on  the  label  as  possible. 
Unfortunately,  we  missed  the  first  few  witnesses  at  the  hearing' 
who  were  residents  of  the  States  of  Oregon  and  Washington.  It 
has  recently  come  to  our  attention  that  some  of  those  first 
witnesses  may  have  advocated  a  "Pacific  Northwest"  Appellation 
of  Origin  as  opposed  to  the  United  States,   state  or  country 
appellation . 

Our  client  is  opposed  to  the  appellation  "Pacific  Northwest" 
or  any  similar  ones  that  would  encompass  an  area  larger  than 
the  State  of  Washington  but  smaller  than  the  United  States. 
The  reasons  for  our  client's  position  are  as  follows: 


Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco 

&  Firearms 
David  Chupp 
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1.     The  climatic  conditions,   including  rainfall,  degree 
days,   sunshine  and  soil  conditions  vary  significantly  within 
the  states  of  Washington,  Oregon  and  Idaho.     A  major  mountain 
range,   the  Cascades,  divides  both  Washington  and  Oregon.  Most 
wine  grapes  in  Washington  are  grown  on  the  eastern  side  of  the 
Cascades  where  the  reverse  is  true  in  Oregon.     Except  in  one 
small  isolated  area  in  Southwestern  Washington  which  may  be 
similar  to  certain  growing  areas  in  Oregon,  there  is  little 
similarity  in  the  areas  as  pertains  to  grape  growing.  And 
even  in  this  area  the  two  states  are  divided  by  the  Columbia 
River.     Consequently,   it  is  highly  unlikely  that  any  area 
within  two  or  more  of  the  Pacific  Northwest  states  would  con- 
stitute one  viticultural  area. 


2.  The  laws  within  each  state  governing  the  composition, 
method  of  manufacture  and  designation  of  wines  vary  within  the 
three  states.     Because  of  the  difference  in  the  grapes,  the 
wines,   as  a  practical  matter,  must  be  made  and/or  blended  in  a 
different  manner. 

3.  To  the  extent  that  the  proposed  regulations  are  de- 
signed to  distinguish  between  Appellation  of  Origin  and  viti- 
cultural areas,  an  adoption  of  an  Appellation  of  Origin  larger 
than  a  state  but  less  than  the  United  States  would  tend  to  b3 ur 
that  distinction.     While  an  argument  may  be  made  in  certain  re- 
gions that  state  boundaries  are  somewhat  arbitrary  for  Appellati 
of  Origin,   this  is  not  the  case  in  the  Pacific  Northwest.  Each 
state's  boundaries  are  marked  by  significant  geographical  areas, 
i.e.,  Columbia  River,   Snake  River. 

4.  As  a  result  of  the  above,   an  Appellation  of  Origin 
covering  the  entire  Northwest  or  more  than  one  state  would  be 
meaningless  and  therefore  tend  to  mislead  the  customer. 

We  submit  that  the  better  rule  would  be  to  permit  the  label  to 
state  where  the  grapes  were  grown  and  where  the  wine  was  made. 
This  would  meet  the  economic  reasons  why  the  proposal  for  a 
broad  Appellation  of  Origin  was  proposed  and  yet  not  create  a 
meaningless  term  on  the  wine  label. 

Very  truly  yours, 
HOUGER,   GARVEY   &  SCHUBERT//' 

By      ^y^Ua^x^O  *  ' 
Michael' D.  Garvey 
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cc:     Wallace  E.  Opdycke 
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JACK  R.  KAREL,  M.  D. 


1  15  NORTH  AVENUE 


RECEIVES' 


ILLSIDE,  NEW  JERSEY  D7205 


TELEPHDNI  352-SB33 


to  20  n**H*n 


June  16,  1977 


Director 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms 
Department  of  the  Treasury- 
Washington,  D.C.  20226 

Dear  Sir: 

Thank  you  for  your  booklet  Notice  No.  304,  amended,  entitl 
Appellation  of  Origin,  Grape  Type  Designations,  Etc.,  Proposed 
Rules  &  Notice  of  Hearings. 

I  agree  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Bureau  and  empha- 
size the  requirement  of  95%  for  the  Vintage  wines  and  no  less 
than  75%  of  the  grape  type  for  Varietal  designation. 

The  requirements  as  mentioned  should  also  be  for  all 
foreign  wines  imported  to  this  country.  Too  many  imported  wines 
of  questionable  value  are  received  in  the  United  States. 

The  transition  period  should  be  from  now  to  no  later 
than  January  1,  1980. 


I  would  appreciate  receiving  another  copy  of  Notice  No. 

304. 


Sincerely  yours, 


k  R.  Karel,  M.D. 


47/0 
#5-/7 


6l\2$  First  Ave.  South 

St,  Petersburg  Pla.  3370? 

July  5,  1077 


Bureau  of  Alcohol, 
Tobacco  ,     and  Firearms, 
W ashingt  on,     D .  C . 

^ear  Sir; 

I  would  like  to  pro  >osc  that  wine  or  any  other  kinds  of  alcohol 
should  carry  a  lnble  plainly  stating  the  preservatives 
contained  in  the  bottle  or  can  that  is  sold  to  the  consumer a 


Sincerely 


o  Park  Avenue 


Old  Greenwich,  Connecticut  O087O 

|M,  ,  July  5,  1977  ' 

1377  JUL  -8  P^j}:  27 


Director  ALrrF^^ 0,C 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  andAM¥^*isT03ACC0 
V,Tashington,  D.  C.    20226  Ar/D  Fifi£/,0Vfg 


Notice  Wo.  30I4-  Amended 

Dear  Sirs: 

In  general,  I  strongly  support  the  matters  set  forth  in  the 
captioned  notice.    However,  the  following  comments  are  submitted  by  me  as  a 
purchaser  and  consumer  of  wine,  and  I  believe  that  there  are  three  issues  which 
might  benefit  from  further  consideration. 

1.    Section  4.23(b)  does  not  appear  to  fully  cover  the  use  in 
varietal  wines  of  several  grape  varieties  in  addition  to  the  75$  variety.  I 
suggest  that  all  of  the  grape  varieties  used  in  a  wine  which  is  less  than  100$ 
of  the  varietal  grape  be  listed,  preferably  in  decreasing  order  of  the  percentages 
of  such  other  grapes  used.     It  seems  unnecessary  (and  perhaps  destructive  of  trade 
secrets)  to  require  a  listing  of  the  specific  percentages  of  each  of  the  grape 
varieties  used. 


2.  I  question  whether  it  is  desirable  to  require  that  a  wine  must 
consist  of  95$  of  grapes  used  to  make  the  wine  in  the  labeled  area,  given  the 
need  to  "top  off"  wines  during  the  production  and  aging  process.    While  I  do 
not  favor  reducing  this  requirement  to  75$  >  as  suggested  by  some  members  of  the 
wine  industry,  I  see  no  harm  in  reducing  such  requirement  to  90$,  provided  that 
such  a  reduction  is  in  accordance  with  viticultural  practices. 

3.  Finally,  I  note  that  Sections  4.25  and  4.26  of  the  proposed 
regulations  contemplate  the  delimitation  of  grape  growing  regions  and  permit  a 
county  name  to  be  used  as  an  appellation  of  origin.     I  am  concerned  that  political 
boundaries  seldom  equate  to  climatological  areas  and  urge  that  once  viticultural 
areas  have  been  delimited,  the  permission  to  use  a  county  name  as  an  appellation 
of  origin  be  eliminated,  except  to  the  extent  that  an  entire  county  has  been 
established  as  a  single  domestic  viticultural  area. 

Respectfully  submitted, 


PHB:mb 


Patrick  H.  Bowen 


THE  BANKERS  LIFE 


/ST& 


DAVE  WEIGEL, 

Special  Agent 
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INKERS   LIFE   COMPANY         HOME   OFFICE     |     DES   MOINES,  10 


WA  50307 


BOX  56  B£BN 

Director  Of  Bureau  of  Alcohol, 

Tobacco,  and  Firearms 
Washington  DC  20226 


Gentlemen : 


I  understand  that  there  are  public  hearings  in  Washington 
in  August  concerning  the  question  of  labeling  wines. 

This  matter  is  of  great  interest  to  me  and  I  hope  that  you 
will  accept  my  comments  as  part  of  these  public  hearings. 

Let  me  start  out  by  saying  that  I  am  very  much  in  favor 
of  the  intention  of  your  bureau  to  regulate  the  labeling  of 
wines.     I  think  that  this  is  a  very  necessary  step  forward 
in  the  protection  of  the  consumer  as  well  as  for  the  benefit 
of  the  reputation  of  American  wines. 

I  do  have  some  suggestions  regarding  this  new  legislation 
which  I  would  like  you  to  consider. 

It  seems  to  me  that  it  would  be  sufficient  if  the  label 
contains: 

1.  The  name  of  the  person  or  company  who  bottled  the 
wine. 

2.  The  name  of  each  type  grape,  with  corresponding 
percentages,  that  went  into  making  the  wine. 

3.  The  year  of  the  vintage,  or,  in  the  case  of  blends 
of  different  years,  some  information  regarding 
which  and  how  many  years  are  involved. 

This  affords  the  wine    buyer  in  the  store  an  opportunity  to 
make  some  value  judgement  regarding  two  bottles  of  wine  from 
two  different  wineries  that  have  the  same  varietal  grape 
designation  on  the  label. 

I  do  not  think  that  any  worthwhile  purpose  would  be  achieved 
by  forcing  the  winery  into  putting  any  specific  minimum 
percentage  of  a  given  varietal  into  the  wine  that  bears  this 
varietals  name.     This  matter  is  a  question  of  taste  which  is 
the  discernment  of  the  cellar  master  who  should  be  the  only 
one  who  determines  the  percentage  of  what  goes  into  the 
making  of  the  wine. 

The  same  applies  even  more  so  to  wines  that  b**1^  the  name  of 
a  specific  vinyard.     If  it  happens  to  be  a  very  bad  year  for 
the  particular  region  in  which  the  vinyard  is  situated,  why 
should  the  winery  be  forced  to  produce  under  its  premium 
label,  an  inferior  wine? 


It  is  my  contention  that  it  is  important  to  avoid  overregulation 
that  goes  beyond  protection  of  consumer  as  well  as  industry. 
To  reguire  truthful  identification  of  content  and  producer 
will  automatically  insure  that  the  wine  growers  will  put  the 
highest  percentage  required  to  achieve    the  best  quality  of 
the  end  product.     The  need  to  remain  competitive  with 
other  brands  will  dictate  this. 

Again  let  me  thank  you  for  your  efforts  to  improve  the 
quality  of  American  wines. 


Very  truU  yo<rfs>> 


r — *~ 

Dr.  H.  Peter  Seering 


HPG/smg 


Confrerte|be^C!]ebalierg 


ISonsKi ur Dr;!i  H.J.1  Pete r ... GEERING 


Cc  0ranb  ittiutrt 


CARTE  DE  MEMBRE  : 

ANNEE  .1977     S:':  •  h^hjs^'^i 


SAM  B.  COOK 
238  madison  street 
Jefferson  City,  Missouri 

6SIOI 


July  8,  1977 


Director 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms 

Washington,  D.  C.  20226  Re:  Proposed  regulations  for  labeling 

of  U .  S .  wines 

Gentlemen: 

I  think  you  are  doing  a  great  service  by  developing  some  labeling  standards  which 
will  enable  wine  lovers  to  purchase  American  wines  more  intelligently.  Labeling  of 
American  wine  is  very  definitely  inadequate.  For  example,  I  understand  present 
regulation  permits  a  varietal  wine  name  to  be  used  on  a  bottle  even  if  only  51%  of 
the  contents  are  from  the  variety  of  grape  specified .  I  have  tasted  American  wine 
labeled  Pinot  Chardonnay  that  must  have  been  diluted  with  a  substantial  amount 
of  inferior  grapes  and  it  was  very  unlike  the  normal  Pinot  Chardonnay. 

I  do  not  have  a  set  of  your  proposed  regulations  and  would  appreciate  your  sending 
a  set  to  me .  However ,  from  the  current  press  attached  reports  I  understand  your 
proposed  regulations  will  require  varietal  wines  such  as  Cabernet  Sauvignon, 
W^inot  Chardonnay  or  Pinot  Noir  have  at  least  75%  of  its  volume  from  the  grape  type 
listed  on  the  label,  and  if  more  than  one  grape  type  is  used,  the  percentage  of 
each  would  have  to  be  shown .  I  think  this  is  a  very  desirable  change .  I  would 
think  under  no  circumstances  should  you  lower  this  percentage  requirement  and 
especially  I  think  it  is  important  where  wines  other  than  varietal  -listed  are  used 
to  make  up  the  25%  —  without  deviation,  the  percentage  of  each  additional  wine 
should  always  be  listed  explicitly  on  the  label .  However  I  do  think  it  is  critical  you 
adopt  regulations  that  will  prevent  using  a  varietal  name  and  then  filling  with 
some  poor  quality  wine  simply  because  it  is  cheaper  unless  the  purchaser  is  pro- 
perly informed . 

One  of  the  most  critical  elements  in  determining  a  wine's  quality  is  its  vintage  year. 
The  availability  of  the  vintage  year,  with  the  requirement  of  percentage  of  this 
particular  year,  would  be  a  big  help  in  determining  how  long  a  wine  can  be  stored 
before  it  is  drunk  or  whether  it  is  already  too  old .  Where  wine  is  blended  some 
requirement  should  be  made  on  the  age  and  percentage  of  the  blending  of  the 
various  years.  Without  a  vintage  year  on  the  label  of  wine,  the  consumer  is  at 
the  mercy  of  the  wine  merchant .  Some  years  ago  I  was  told  how  to  identify  the 
age  of  California  wines  without  a  vintage  label  by  looking  at  the  coded  date  on 
the  bottom  of  the  bottle .  In  recent  years  I  think  the  coding  has  been  changed  to 
prevent  customers  from  knowing  how  old  the  wine  really  is .  This  is  especially 
critical  for  white  wines  because  of  their  quicker  deterioration .  I  think  it  is 
w  bsolutely  critical  that  customers  have  this  information  in  order  to  make  an  intelli- 
gent purchase.  There  should  be  some  restriction  on  using  vintage  years  when 


Page  Two 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms 
July  8,  1977 


wines  are  blended  from  different  years.  Since  champagnes,  sherries,  cognacs,  etc., 
are  frequently  always  blends  of  various  years,  I  am  not  suggesting  your  regulations 
require  the  vintage  in  such  cases,  but  I  am  suggesting  that  there  be  a  vintage  year 
requirement  for  all  quality  table  wines.  The  vintage  year  should  always  be  required 
for  all  varietal  wines  without  exception . 

I  think  the  action  by  your  bureau  to  require  honest  and  explicit  wine  labeling  is 
long  overdue  in  America.  I  applaud  your  actions  and  encourage  you  not  to  be 
influenced  by  commercial  wine  companies  who  are  more  interested  in  short-term 
profits  than  the  long-term  development  of  quality  wines  in  America. 


Sincerely 


sbc:  kw 


THE  KANSAS  CITYJTAR 

t !  ■  ■  i 


Tu«»d*y,  JuW5.W77 


By  Louise  Cook 
Associated  Press  V.r  ter 

The  federal  government  is  trying 
to  help  the  glowing  number  of  wine 
drinkers  across  the  country  learn 
more  about  their  beverage. 

Industry  statistics  show  that  wine 
consumption  has  risen  90  per  cent 
since  1966  and  some  sources  predict 
that  by  1980  Americans  will  drink 
more  wine  than  liquor. 

Many  consumers,  however,  are 
confused  by  the  variety  of  wines 
available.  Government  efforts  to 
simplify  things  by  providing  more 
information  about  the  contents  of 
American  wines  have  been  under 
way  for  some  time,  but  they  have 
bogged  down  in  debate  and  discus- 
sion. 

Earlier  this  month,  the  Bureau  of 
Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms  of 
the  Department  of  the  Treasury  an- 
nounced a  new  set  of  proposed  reg- 
ulations for  labels  on  L'.S. -produced 
wine. 

The  new  proposals  are  an  out- 
growth of  1976  recommendations 
which  were  modified  after  public 
hearings  and  comments  from  con- 
'sumers  and  industry  spokesmen. 
Hearings  on  the  latest  plan  are 
scheduled  in  Washington  and  San 
Francisco  next  month. 

Written  comments  will  be  accept- 
ed through  Sept.  26.  Individuals 
who  want  to  express  an  opinion 
should  send  six  copies  of  their  state- 
ment to:  Director,  Bureau  of  Alco- 
hol, Tobacco  and  Firearms,  Wash- 
ington, D.C.,  2022G. 

A  key  section  of  the  bureau  rep 
lations  would  involve  standards  for 
wine  which  is  labeled  as  to  origin. 

The  bureau  proposed  three  "ap- 
pellation of  origin"  designations: 
The  United  States,  a  slate  or  a 
county.  Seventy-five  per  cent  of  the 
grapes  used  to  make  wine  listing  an 
appellation  of  origin  would  have  to 
come  from  the  place  named. 

The  agency  also  proposed  two 
"conti-olled  appellation"  designa- 


tions for  individual,  named  vine- 
yards and  specific  locations  distin- 
guished by  a  particular  geographic 
feature — known  as  viticulturai 
areas,  such  as  "Napa  Valley." 

Eighty-five  per  cent  of  the  grapes 
used  in  a  wine  labeled  with  a  viti- 
culturai area  and  95  per  cent  of 
those  in  a  vineyard-labeled  wine 
would  have  to  come  from  the  place 
named. 

The  proposed  regulations  would 
set  new  standards  for  varietal 
wines  made  from  specific  grape 
types,  requiring  that  a  varietal 
wine  such  as  cabernet  sauvignon 
derive  at  least  75  per  cent  of  its  vol- 
ume from  the  type  listed  on  the  la- 
bel. If  more  than  one  grape  type  is 
used,  the  percentage  of  each  would 
have  to  be  shown. 

Other  proposals: 

•  Phasing  out  by  1983  the  term 
"estate  bottled."  The  bureau  said 
the  term,  as  applied  to  Americsm 
wines,  was  subject  to  varied  inter- 
pretations and  was  meaningless  to 
consumers. 

•  Banning  the  use  on  American 
wines  of  foreign-language  terms 
referring  to  quality  or  condition  of 
grapes  at  the  time  of  harvest. 

At  lea;,  one  wine  maker  says, 
however,  thai  he  does  not  think  fie 
bureau  proposu  will  solve  any- 
thing. "They're  stu'  as  far  away  as 
ever  from  honesty  a.  1  integrity  in 
wine  labeling,"  said  Walter  s.  Tay- 
lor, a  New  York  wine  producer  who 
is  considered  a  maverick  in  the 
business. 


COMMERCE  PLAZA.  SUITE  381 


I  1340  Wui  Olympic  Boulevard 
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213-477-043) 


July  11,  1977 


Mr.  Rex  Davis 
BATF 

Department  of  the  Treasury 
Washington,  D.C.  ?0226 

Dear  Sir: 

I  am  writing  to  protest  your  proposed  requirement  of  75%  of  the 
labelled  variety  of  wine  for  varietal  wine  designation,  specifically 
in  the  case  of  Cabernet  Sauvignon.     You  have  undoubtedly  heard  the 
arguments  for  my  position,  the  comparisons  with  Bordeaux  practice, 
the  desire  to  let  the  consumer  make  his  own  choice  within  a  wide 
range  of  blendings,  etc. 

I  would  prefer  a  designation  of  the  composition  of  a  given  wine, 
i.e.  Cabernet  Sauvignon  50%,  Merlot  20%,  etc.     I  am  strictly  a 
consumer  and  am  not  associated  with  any  growers,  winery,  etc.  But 
I  do  believe  you  regulate  too  much.    We  don't  need  anymore  Big 
Brotherism! 

Yours  very  truly, 


DOUGLASS  H.  PERRY 


DID? :  sw 


July  11,  1077 


Director  '.ureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms 
'//a  shine  ton,   D,  0,  £0226 

Dear  Sir: 

With  reference  to  hearings  regarding  the  sales  of  vine, 

I  wish  to  offer  the  following  suggestions: 

There  Is  a  need  for  as  good  c  desoription  cs  possible 
included  on  the  label  as  to  teste,  such  as  sweet,  tart,  litter, 
etc,  in  other  word?,  in  terms  V.e  overage  person  can  interpret, 
on  ell  vines.     Also,  since  so  much  nore  wine  is  being  sold  than 
in  the  past  I  should  think  it  would  actually  be  feasible  to  love 
ta  ste-s'.~e  bottles  manufactured  and.  actually  have  these  on  hand 
in  liquor  stores  only  to  aid  purchasers  in  making  their  select  Ion. 
My  husband  and  I  were  on  vocation  and  stooped  at  a  liquor  store 
in  a  very  smell  town;  the  proprietor's  apartment  a  Joined  the 
store  os  die  c  lunch  counter*.     With  a  sic*e  patrolman  sitting 
at  the  counter  end  snare  of  what  he  was  doing  the  proprietor 
took  a  bottle  of  the  mine  he  suggested  to  his  hitchen  end 
pourea  a  taste  for  us,  end  we  hase  purchased  this  wine  ever 
since,  There  a  re  probably  numerous  other  wines  we  would  enjoy, 
but  using  the  trie  I  and  error  method,  I  have  purchased  and  then 
discarded  whole  bottles,  end  certainly  cannot  afford,  to  do  this, 
Since  wines  vary  so  r-uch,  and  price  is  not  a  guacc  by  which  to 
buy,  1  believe  a  method  of  tasting  worked  out  so  that  it  could 
not  be  taken  advantage- of ,  such  as  only  roer'iited  to  so-neone 
actually  'nahina  a  wine  purchase  end.  nrovided  only  in  stores 
selling  only  alcoholic  'beverages  uould  result  in  cn  increase  of 
wine  sales  since  it  would  attract  many  of  those  who  ore  not  now 
using  wine  because  of  their  tnfamiliarity  with  it. 

Very  truly  yours, 


Mrs,   C,   E,  Elliott 

14  i.-auneister  Br, 

Walla  Walls,  Washington 


July  19,  1977 


Director 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms 
Washington,  D.C.,  20226 

Dear  Sir: 

RecentLy  our  local  newspaper,  the  Scottsuale  Progress,  carried  an 
article  concerning  required  information  on  domestic  wine  labels.  The 
article  was  written  by  a  Louise  Cook  of  the  Associated  Press. 

I  would  have  a  tendency  to  disagree  with  the  federal  contingent  to 
label  wines  as  the  article  indicates.    It  is  true  that  many  people  may 
be  confused  by  the  vast  variety  of  wines  and  grapes.    It  is  probable 
that  many  people  don't  care  about  the  origin  of  a  wine  they  like. 
They  know  the  name  of  vintners  they  trust,  and  some  of  the  wines 
produced  by  those  wineries  that  they  prefer.    Some  of  these  consumers 
do  realize  something  of  percentages  of  wines  used  to  produce  a  wine. 

The  labeling,  as  proposed,  would  only  serve  the  discriminating  wine 
buff.    Hie  winery  would  most  likely  be  burdened  with  more  vexing  paper 
work  to  support  its  label  information  and  be  subject  to  even  more 
control.    Obviously,  wine  prices  would  rise  because  of  these  loads. 

This  would  only  be  the  first  step  in  control  of  this  type  of  product. 
Next  would  come  similar  controls  of  bourbon  and  other  beverages  pro- 
duced domestically.    And  what  of  all  the  fine  French,  Italian,  German 
and  other  wines?    How  would  they  be  labeled?    Or  would  this  regulation 
be  incumbent  only  on  American  producers? 

The  thought  comes  to  mind... let  the  romance  of  fine  California  and 
New  iork  wines,  along  with  other  vanes,  be  as  it  is.    Presently  many 
large  and  small  wineries  do  distribute  folders,  release  press  inf ormat&Dii 
and  print  informative  labels.    Tney  also  support  tours  of  their  wineries, 
which  includes  well-informed  guides,  tasting  rooms,  along  with  varied 
printed  materials. 

The  consumer  who  may  wish  further  information  about  a  certain  wine  may 
wish  to  do  his  own  research.    I'm  sure  his  questions  would  receive 
courteous  attention  from  any  member  of  this  fine  industry. 

Sincerely  yours, 


R.  D.  Tort 

8220  E.  Highland 

Scottsdale,  Arizona 


LEON   D.  ADAMS 

P.  O,   BOX  21B    •    SAUBALITO    •    CALIFORNIA  94965    •    (415)  332-0366,  3BB-9 


July  28,  1977 

Re:     Notice  304,  Amended,  27  CFR  Part  k 
Written  comments  and  request  to  present  oral  testimony 

Mr.  Rex  D.  Davis,  Director 
Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms 
Washington,  D.C.  20226 

Dear  Mr.  Davis: 

My  comments  re  Notice  30*4,  Amended,  are  as  follows: 

I  am  both  a  consumer  and  an  independent,  impartial  writer  and  lecturer 
ubout  wines.     For  hi  years  I  have  studied  American  and  foreign  wine 
labeling  and  advertising  and  American  wine  regulations  from  the 
standpoints  of  consumers  and  the  wine  trade.    My  books  (WINES  OF 
AMERICA  and  COMMONSENSE  BOOK  OF  WINE)  discuss,  interpret  and  criticize 
these  regulations  and  were  among  the  first  to  advocate  some  of  the  improve- 
ments therein  now  proposed.    I  am  personally  acquainted  with  most  of 
the  winegrowers  in  the  United  States,  with  their  vineyards  and  wineries, 
with  many  of  their  labeling  problems,  and  with  many  thousands  of 
consumers  and  students  of  wine. 

l>me  of  the  proposed  amendments  (the  75$>  varietal  minimum  in  particular) 
^Tbuld  improve  wine  labeling  and  advertising  in  the  United  States • 
Most  of  the  other  proposed  amendments  are  mistakes.    They  result 
from  the  Bureau's  lack  of  understanding  of  winegrowing  and  of  the 
marketing  of  wines.    If  adopted,  they  would  impede  consumer  understanding 
of  wines,  would  impede  the  advance  of  wine  education  in  this  country, 
and  would  disrupt  the  labeling  of  American  wines  with  resulting 
advantage  to  foreign  wines  with  which  American  wines  must  compete. 

The  proposal  to  prohibit  the  term  "estate  bottled"  on  American  wine 
labels  is  one  of  the  mistakes,    "Estate  bottled"  on  a  label  is  informative 
and  meaningful  to  consumers  and  to  the  wine  trade  when  it  is  true» 
A  winegrower  who  bottles  his  own  wine  in  his  own  winery  on  his  own 
vineyard  and  says  "estate  bottled"  on  his  label  is  telling  the 
truth.    The  statement  is  not  misleading  or  deceptive.     The  words 
"estate  bottled"  are  especially  important  in  the  labeling  of  small 
winegrowers'  wines.    Some  individuals  and  families  have  planted 
their  vineyards  and  built  their  wineries  for  the  particular  purpose 
of  growing  and  selling  estate-bottled  wines.    To  prohibit  them  from 
so  stating  on  their  labels  would  destroy  some  of  the  value  of  their 
estates.    The  hearing  notice  states  that  some  consumers  have  said 
the  term  has  no  real  meaning  to  them.    The  Bureau  has  made  no  attempt 
to  learn  whether  these  self-appointed  individuals  actually  represent 
the  consuming  public.    Many  statements  on  labels,  such  as  confusing 
grape-variety  names,  have  no  real  meaning  to  many  consumers.  The 
"•xreau  does  not  propose  to  prohibit  them.     "Estate  bottled"  loses 
W~s  real  meaning  when  the  Bureau  allows  it  to  appear  on  millions 
of  labels  of  wines  of  which  it  is  not  true.    The  Bureau's  only 
reason  for  proposing  this  amendment  is  the  Bureau's  failure  to  devise 
language  that  would  prevent  misuse  of  the  term.    The  Bureau  does 
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^.ot  propose  to  prohibit  equivalent  statements  on  labels  of  foreign 
wines,  such  as  "mise  en  bouteille  au  chateau"  on  French  wines  or  the 
terms  that  have  similar  meaning  on  some  German  wines.    The  Bureau 
has  no  right  to  prohibit  a  genuinely  estate-bottling  winegrower 
from  6tating  that  truth  on  his  label.    The  Bureau  has  the  responsibility 
of  preventing  such  a  statement  on  labels  when  the  statement  would 
be  misleading,  deceptive,  or  untrue. 

Another  mistaken  proposal  is  the  one  to  treat  the  names  of  individual 
vineyards  on  labels  as  of  such  importance  that,  as  stated  in  the 
hearing  notice,  the  Bureau  intends  to  spend  public  funds  in  publishing 
lists  of  approved  vineyard  names  with  maps  showing  vineyard  boundaries. 
The  notice  calls  this  "an  aid  to  consumers."    It  is  very  nice  to  see 
some  wineries  labeling  small  lots  of  their  wines  with  the  names  of 
the  small  vineyards  whose  grapes  they  buy,  and  it  is  nice  that  some 
small  wineries  make  tUeir  wines  exclusively  from  the  grapes  they  grow. 
This  is  a  minuscule  part  of  the  American  winegrowing  industry.  The 
Bureau  proposes  to  treat  it  as  of  such  major  importance  that  the 
Bureau  would  prevent  scores  of  other  wineries  from  using  the  word 
"vineyard"  or  "vineyards"  in  their  names.    The  Bureau  is  thereby 
pj-.'cosing  an  entirely  new  concept  of  the  meaning  of  the  word  "vineyard" 
on  a  label.    There  is  no  precedent  for  this  in  the  wine  regulations 
of  any  other  nation.     It  has  no  relation  to  the  appellation  control 
eystens  of  France,  Germany,  Italy,  Portugal,  or  Spain.    As  a  practical 
mattci -,  there  is  no  need  to  add  proposed  Section  4.26(b)  to  the  regulations 
v,  all.    The  Bureau  can  deal  with  this  subject  under  the  existing 
Regulations,  which  prohibit  statements  that  are  misleading,  deceptive, 
or  untrue.    The  Bureau  can  require  administratively  that  when  a 
label  represents  a  wine  as  produced  from  grapes  grown  entirely  on 
a  specific  vineyard,  the  application  for  label  approval  be  accompanied 
by  a  map  and  description  of  the  vineyard  boundaries,  which  would 
assist  enforcement  action  against  deceptive  labels.    To  spend  public 
funds  reproducing  such  maps  and  listing  approved  vineyards  is  completely 
unwarranted. 

This  unprecedented  concept  of  the  meaning  of  the  word  "vineyard" 
on  a  wine  label  may  account  for  the  Bureau's  apparent  desire  to  prevent 
the  word  "vineyards"  or  "vineyard"  from  being  part  of  winery 
names.    This  is  a  semantical  mistake.    There  is  no  evidence  that 
the  public  or  the  trade  construes  "Blank  Vineyards  White  Wine"  as  a  statement 
that  any  or  all  of  the  grapes  in  wine  bearing  such  a  label  were 
grown  within  the  boundaries  of  "Blank  Vineyards."    To  the  contrary, 
consumers  and  the  trade  are  well  aware  that  a  winery's  name  containing 
the  word  "vineyard"  or  "vineyards"  means  only  that  the  winery  proprietor 
is  also  the  proprietor  of  one  or  more  vineyards.    A  quick  count  of 
the  WINES  &  VINES  Directory  of  Wineries  shows  138  wineries  with  the  word 
"vineyard"or  "vineyards"  in  their  names.    Almost  all  of  these  wineries 
use  grapes  produced  by  others  in  the  production  of  their  wines,  and 
they  proudly  announce  the  fact  as  evidence  that  they  choose  grapes 
grown  in  favorable  climates  for  each  type  of  wine  they  produce.  Yet 
/ +he  Bureau's  proposed  amendments  are  deliberately  designed  to  compel 
^most  all  of  these  I38  wineries  to  change  their  names,  and  to  prevent  new 
wineries  that  open  in  the  future  from  using  any  mention  of  vineyards 
in  their  names. 
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^,'here  is  a  viticultural  fact  of  which  the  Bureau,  in  proposing 
this  restriction  on  winery  names,  appears  to  be  unaware.  The 
viticultural  fact  is  that  the  productivity  of  a  grapevine  or  of 
a  patch  of  grapevines  varies  with  fluctuations  in  the  weather  from 
season  to  season,  that  no  single  patch  of  vines  can  be  relied  upon 
to  produce  all  or  even  most  of  the  grapes  that  a  winegrower  needs. 
Few  are  the  winegrowers  who  every  year  can  grow  all  the  grapes  they  need. 
I  know  a  number  of  people  who  have  recently  planted  vineyards  and 
opened  small  wineries  but  who  buy  grapes  because  their  vineyards 
have  not  reached  bearing  age.    These  people  have  named  their  wineries 
for  their  vineyards,  preceded  proudly  by  their  family  names.  Anothei- 
kind  of  case  is  the  winegrower  who  regularly  produces  much  of  his 
wine  from  his  own  grapes,  but  who  earns  additional  profit  by  selling  small 
quantities  of  wines  produced  by  others,  wines  which  he  does  not 
produce,  including  apple,  berry,  or  cherry  wines.    He  labels  such 
wines  with  the  name  of  his  winery,  which  includes  the  word  "vineyard." 
His  name  is  his  assurance  of  the  quality  of  the  purchased  wines  he 
offers  for  sale.    The  Bureau's  only  responsibility  is  to  see  that 
proprietors  of  wineries  whose  names  contain  the  word  "vineyard"  are 
indeed  bona  fide  vineyardists. 

Proposed  Section  k.26  (j>)  would  require  that  when  a  representation 
is  ma  ie  that  a  wine  is  produced  from  grapes  grown  in  a  specific 
vineyard.  9%  of  the  grapes  must  have  been  grown  there.     I  question 
whether  there  is  ground  for  this  95#  requirement.   .The  entire  proposed 
ibsection  (b)  of  proposed  Section  4.26  should  be  omitted. 

Another  mistake  is  the  proposal  to  "establish"  a  separate  category 
of  "controlled  appellations."    The  word  "controlled"  is  particularly 
objectionable  because  it  imitates,  inaccurately  and  without  any 
valid  reason,  the  term  "appellation  controlee"  on  certain  French 
labels.    The  language  in  the  proposed  section  is  also  unrealistic 
in  that  the  Bureau  is  neither  expected  nor  qualified  to  "establish" 
viticultural  areas.    The  Bureau  is  only  required,  in  order  to  prevent 
deceptive  labeling  of  wines,  to  define  the  true  boundaries  of  tho 
viticultural  areas  named  on  labels  or  in  advertisements. 

The  next  mistake  in  the  proposed  regulations  is  the  unnecessary 
label-clutter  they  would  cause.    Anything  a  regulation  unnecessarily 
requires  to  be  added  to  a  label  reduces  the  effectiveness  of  the 
label  and  reduces  the  intelligibility  of  the  message  conveyed.    The  proposal 
to  require  the  ugly  word  "County"  on  labels  using  county  names  is 
one  example.    There  may  be  individual  cases  where  a  county  name  alone 
might  not  be  understood  and  where  the  winery  would  find  it  advisable 
to  add  the  word.    This  does  not  require  a  regulation.    Examples  of 
cases  where  clutter  would  reduce  the  effectiveness  of  labels  are 
"Monterey  Chenin  Blanc"  and  "Mendocino  Zinfandel."    The  meanings 
of  these  labels  are  clear;  they  mean  "Monterey  County  Chenin  Blanc" 
and  "Mendocino  County  Zinfandel";  they  cannot  possible  mean  anything 
else.    It  is  true  that  there  is  a  village  named  Mendocino  and  a  city 
r^med  Monterey.    No  consumer  could  possibly  imagine  that  the  Monterey 
^ne  was  produced  in  the  city  or  that  the  Mendocino  Zinfandel  was 
grown  in  that  village  on  the  foggy  coast. 


-JSabel-clutter  would  also  be  caused  by  the  proposal  in  Sec.  k.23  (c) 
that  minimum  varietal  percentage  be  shown  in  direct  conjunction  with 
a  varietal  name.    This  proposal  does  additional  harm  because  it 
would  confuse  consumers  and  the  trade  by  implying  that  varietal  percentage 
over  75%  necessarily  has  a  quality  meaning,    A  poor-quality  wine 
grown  in  a  poor-quality  district  but  labeled  98%  would  be  regarded  as  superior 
to  a  fine  wine  from  a  fine-quality  district  labeled  only  75%  or  &5%» 
The  Bureau  was  obviously  uninformed  when  it  proposed  this  regulation. 
The  regulation  should  specify  a  maximum  size  —  not  a  minimum  size  — 
for  such  a  statement,  and  should  prohibit,  not  require,  such  statements 
appearing  in  prominent  conjunction  with  the  varietal  name.  There 
is  precedent  for  setting  maximum  sizes  and  maximum  prominence  for 
label  statements  that  should  be  de-emphasized.    I  was  the  originator 
of  that  provision  in  Section  *t.38  of  the  present  regulation,  prohibiting 
excessive  size  or  prominence  of  statements  of  alcoholic  content. 

The  simplest  example  of  label-clutter  is  in  Sec.  k,27  (a).  Most 

labels  are  made  unnecessarily  ugly  and  their  ability  to  convey  information 

is  reduced  when  added  lines  of  type  are  required  to  be  in  the  same 

siz3  and  type  face.    This  subsection  should  be  revised  to  require 

direct  conjunction  but  should  use  the  words  of  the  existing  regulation, 

"substantially  as  conspicuous  and  emphatic."    Label  designers  and  printers 

ought,  to  inform  the  Bureau  on  this  subject. 

My  next  objection  is  to  proposed  Section  h.35  (b).    I  question  whether 
,     here  is  any  reason  to  increase  from  the  present  75%  to  the  proposed 
^"§5%  the  proportion  of  crushing  and  fermentation  that  are  represented 
by  the  word  "produced."    I  question  whether  any  consumer  deception 
is  involved  in  the  present  definition  of  the  word  "produced,"  and 
I  think  the  proposed  change  would  dislocate  operations  in  much  of  the  industry 
and  result  in  increasing  the  price  of  everyday  wines  to  the  consumer. 
But  my  principal  objection  to  this  proposal  is  to  the  words  omitted  from 
the  list  of  permissible  label  terms  describing  the  functions  a  bottler 
performs  in  connection  with  wine.    Consumers  are  entitled  to  such 
label  information.    There  is  a  vast  difference  between  the  function 
of  merely  transferring  bulk  wine  to  smaller  containers  and  the 
functions  of  blending,  aging,  and  finishing  wines  —  operations 
by  which  the  winery  contributes  to  the  quality  of  wines.    The  list 
in  this  proposed  subsection  does  not  allow  this  kind  of  information 
to  be  conveyed.    Many  producing  wineries  buy  wine  from  other  producers 
or  contract  with  other  wineries  to  produce  wines  for  them,  and  they  receive 
such  wines  in  bulk  for  blending  with  wines  they  themselves  produce. 
Some  batches  of  wine  they  bottle  and  sell  are  of  their  own  production 
and  other  batches  are  blends.     Rather  than  change  their  labels 
from  "produced"  to  "blended"  for  successive  batches  of  the  same 
kind  of  wine,  they  use  "made"  on  all  their  wine  labels  instead  of 
"produced."    "Made"  was  once  defined  by  the  Bureau  as  meaning  the 
winery  produced  by  crushing  and  fermentation  at  least  10$  of  the 
wine  so  labeled.    The  proposed  regulation  omits  "made"  from  the  list 
of  permitted  terms.    I  think  it  should  be  reinstated  although  I 
'\ave  no  recommendation  as  to  what  percentage  figure  should  be  employed. 
Whe  only  term  left  is  "blended,"  and  that  is  an  inadequate  statement 
of  the  functions  these  wineries  perform.    I  suggest  another  word  — 
"cellared"  be  added  to  the  list.     It  is  now  in  use,  but  the  proposed 
regulation  would  no  longer  allow  it  on  labels.    The  regulation  should 
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r)efine  "cellared,"  to  make  it  informative  to  consumers,  as  meaning 
that  the  winery  improved  the  quality  of  the  wine  either  by  blending 
or  by  aging  (for  a  minimum  period  to  be  stated  in  the  regulation) 
or  by  finishing  an  unfinished  wine.    I  said  earlier  that  consumers 
are  entitled  to  such  information.    I  think  they  need  it  in  order  to 
distinguish  between  wines  to  whose  quality  a  vintner  has  contributed 
some  of  his  own  production,  and  other  wines  of  which  this  is  not 


Of  all  the  proposed  amendments,  the  worst  mistake  is  the  one  that 
would  discourage  or  prevent  the  mention  of  vineyards  in  winery  names* 
One  of  the  great  educational  needs  in  the  United  States  is  to  help 
the  American  public  realize  that  wine  is  a  product  of  the  soil, 
an  article  of  food  grown  in  vineyards.    The  best  things  in  the  proposed 
amendments  are  the  7%  varietal  minimum  and  the  first  steps  toward 
dofining-the  boundaries  of  American  viticultural  districts. 

This  letter  is  also  my  request  to  present  oral  testimony  at  the 
hearing  to  be  held  in  San  Francisco.    My  testimony,  amplifying 
my  written  comments,  will  require  15  minutes. 


true. 


Very  truly  yours, 


Leon  D.  Adams 


(5  copies  enclosed) 


July  29,  1977 


Mr.  J),  R.  Royce 

Research  f|  Regulations  Branch 

Department  of  the  Treasury 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  F,  Firearms 

'Washington,  D.C.  20226 


Re:    Proposal  "Appellation  of  Origin" 


Dear  Mr.  Royce: 

It  is  my  understanding  that  hearings  are  soon  to  he  held  in  both  San  Francisco 
and  Washington  on  the  proposal  of  federal  regulations  relating  to  labeling  of 
vines . 

Being  a  citizen  interested  in  upgrading  the  quality  of  wine  produced  in  this 
country,  T  am  most  interested  in  this  proposal.    I  would  appreciate  your  send- 
ing me  all  information  obtainable  on  the  pending  proposal. 

I  have  the  following  comments: 

1.  The  regulations  as  to  the  control  of  wine  production  should  be  at  least 
as  strict  as  those  of  France.    Also,  they  should  follow  the  guidelines  set  down 
by  the  DDO  of  Italy.    The  regulations  created  in  the  last  few  years  in  Germany 
are  not  as  strong  as  those  in  France  or  Italy  and  have  proven  to  be  of  little 
help  in  wine  label  regulations. 


2.  Strict  enforcement  of  the  regulations  must  be  carried  out  or  else  the 
regulations  will  be  meaningless.    Under  our  present  economic  system,  the 
larger  producer  would  he  far  more  powerful  in  control  of  distribution  and 
labeling  than  the  small  independent  producer. 


3.  The  regulation  should  bear  no  undue  burden  to  the  average  citizen  by 
way  of  pass-on  of  cost,  hut  any  regulation  enforcement  should  be  taxed  within 
the  industry. 

understand  that  these  comments  will  be  considered  and  accordingly,  I  attach 


Mr.  D.  R.  Rovce 
•July  29,  1977 
Page  Two 


sufficient  copies  for  distribution.  T  would  appreciate  any  information  or 
consents  you  have  concerning  this  proposal.  "formation  or 

Yours  very  truly, 


R.  M.  Cundel finger 

127  West  Tenth  -  Suite  969 

Kansas  City,  MO  64105 


Attachments 


aruet 


\o3en 


REAL  ESTATE  APPRAISER  AND  CONSULTANT 


1716  BULL  STREET  —  PHONE  252-S321 


COLUMBIA,  SOUTH  CAROLINA  29201 


July  29,  1977 


Director 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  &  Fire  Arms 
Washington,  DC  20226 

Dear  Sir: 

Regarding  the  commentary  desired  concerning  additional  consumer 
information  on  Wine  bottle  labels,   I  wish  to  comment  that  perhaps 
additional  information  greater  than  that  now  shown  should  be 
required . 

While  I  realize  that  certain  processes  may-be  private  and  quite 
valuable  to  the  Wine  Producer,  nevertheless  some  adequate 
statement  of  content  should  be  applied  not  only  to  domestic  wines 
but  also  to  wines  imported  for  resale  to  American  Consumers. 

Thank  you  for  your  consideration  of  this. 


HJR/dsw 


67  ijWia(W  olive <  ; 

Wortl/^V.gton/  'Ohio  43085 
August  4,   197  7 


Director 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  &  Firearms 
Washington,  DC  20226 

Dear  Gentleperson : 

I  discovered  by  trial  that  I  have  a  violent  reaction  to 
impure  wines . 

By  impure,  I  mean  alcohol  beverages  made  to  look  and 
taste  like  wines  by  adding  chemical  clearing  agents  and/or 


Where  the  grape  comes  from  seems  insignificant  coitpared 
to  this  wine  making  practice. 

It  has  been  helpful  to  me  in  selecting  wines  for  my  use 
to  know  that  in  California  the  state  law  states  that  the  wine 
label  must  meet  the  standards  of  no  additives  and  a  minimum 
percentage_of  Jthe  named_3rape  in  order  to  be  labeled  WINE. 

I'm  fortunate  that  additives  give  me  such  an  obvious 
symptom  (immediate  asthma-like  reaction) ;  but  what  of  the 
thousands  who  don't  know  what  even  hit  them. 


colors . 


Thanks  for  the  chance  to  tell  you. 


Sincerely, 


Irvin  M.  Barta 


s  "'lift 


DONALD  W.  PALMER,  M.  D. 
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2€  Aupust  1977 

Director 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco,  h  Firearms 
VJashinrton,  D.  0.  C022u 

j ear  L:ir; 

It  is  a  tine-consuiaing  project  to  provide  the 
requested  sl>:  copies!  However,  I  feel  enough 
urgency  in  this  to  oonply  with  your  prerequi- 
site - 

fhora  ere  jr*ny  of  U3  who  are  trout led  vith 
allergies,  and  who  would  find  it  of  pre  at 
value  to  have  vineries  cor.pelled  to  list  on 
their  labels  any  edditives  used  in  the  pro- 
duction process.    This  vould  not  seer,  to  he 
an  unreasonable  request,  since  food  proces- 
sors are  already  complying  vith  such  a  re- 
quirement . 

At  prerent,  we  have  no  way  of  knowing  (except 
by  trial  and  error)  vhich  wine3  vill  produce 
painful  reactions. 

As  a  health  matter,  this  need  seems  even  ir.ore 
important  than  to  have  strict,  controls  over 
the  type  of  grapes  used  in  varietal  vines. 

Your  favorable  consideration  of  this  vill  be 
important  to  jr. any  of  us,  and  very  :*.ucu  appre- 
ciated. 

.Sincerely, 

MarJorJ\B  .'.  Cope  ' 
(lira.  Caleb  Cope) 
l6l  Tastalpais  Avenue 
•ill  Valley,  Calif.,  S^Ul 


re:     (a)  Notice  No.  304  amended 

(b)  BATF  ltr  R:T:C:RLP  dtd  10/3  6 


August  26,  1977 


Rex  D.  Davis,  Director 
Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  &  Firearms 
Department  of  the  Treasury 
Washington,  D.C.  20226 

Dear  Mr.  Davis: 

In  the  Bureau's  proposed  rules  set  forth  in  reference  (a),  under  paragraph  4,  Appellation 
of  Origin,  the  matter  of  not  permitting  the  use  of  multi-county  appellations  is  discussed 

The  question  has  recently  been  posed  to  our  Association  that  under  this  rule,  the  Bureau 
may  rescind  its  position  stated  in  reference  (b) ;  namely,  "thrt  'North  Coast.  Counties'  or 
'North  Coast',  when  used  as  an  appellation  of  origin  on  wine  labels,  is  restricted  to  mea 
the  three  California  counties  of  Napa,  Sonoma  and  Mendocino". 

Because  the  counties  of  Napa,  Sonoma  and  Mendocino  are  contiguous,  and  the  region  "North 

last"  is  defined  by  the  outside  boundaries  of  these  counties,  the  appellation,  "North 
Toast",  is  a  single  area,  and  the  counties  describe  its  boundaries.     This  does  not  preclu 
the  formation  of  viticultural  areas  or  vineyards  with  more  stringent  requirements  within 
this  area  of  appellation. 

We  wish  to  again  point  out  that  the  North  Coast  region  has,  in  the  past  one  hundred  or 
more  years,  developed  a  proven  record  in  the  production  of  premium  grapes  grown  within 
these  three  counties.     Even  though  the  area  is  comparatively  large,  this  region  has  many 
micro-climates  which  are  found  compatible  to  specific  varieties,  and  which  contribute  to 
the  capability  of  that  variety  to  produce  a  fine  wine.     It  must  also  be  said  that  some  of 
the  micro-climatic  areas  within  the  North  Coast  are  quite  similar,  and  this  affords  a 
wider  source  of  supply  of  premium  grapes  from  this  area  of  appellation. 

It  has  always  been  our  firm  belief  that  it  is  the  consumer  who  determines  the  quality  of 
a  wine.    And  it  takes  a  number  of  years  for  a  given  area  to  prove  to  the  consumer  that 
premium  wines  can  be  made  from  the  grapes  grown  there.     The  North  Coast  region  has  been 
through  this  trial  period  and  proven  itself.     The  North  Coast  is  a  clearly  defined  region 
of  appellation,  and  this  is  of  great  benefit  to  the  consumer.     We  strongly  urge  the  Burer 
to  continue  to  lend     its    support  and  authority  toward  preserving  and  protecting  this  Re- 
gion for  the  benefit  of  the  consumer. 

Sincerely  yours, 


CALIFORNIA  NORTH  COAST 
GRAPE  GROWERS 


EC :  tin 

cc: Board  of  Directors 


President 
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For  truth 

in  wine. labels  •  ..  ..  . 

Continued  from  Page  65 

down  just  where  the  "Napa  Valley"  officially 

begins  and  ends. 
UAfortunatelyi  whenever  you  try  to  pass  new 

rules,  somebody  ulways  has  a  moneyed  interest  to 

protect.  The  California  Wine  Institute  has  done 
-many  wonderful  things  for  wine,  but  its  board  ol 
'  directors  is  controlled  by  the  huge  wineries.  It  is 

not  in  their  best  interests  to  delimit  geographical 
Noreas  to  small  zones  since  they  generally  purchase 

•or  grow  grapes  from  widely  divergent  areas  and 

plend  ihem. 

„..-  When  the  institute  takes  the  position  that  there 
should  be  an  appellation  entitled  "North  Coast 
Counties"  (generally  considered  to  include  only 
Napa,  Sonoma  and  Mendocino  counties  north  of 
San  Francisco),  which  should  Include  14  counties 
extending  all  the  way  south  to  Santa  Barbara,  90 
miles  from  Los  Angeles,  it  is  time  for  American 
consumers  to  protest.  If  a  winery  wants  to  blend 
wines  from,  say,  Sonoma  and  Santa  Barbara,  it 
should  then  be  conlined  to  something  like  a  simple 
"California  Control  Area"  designation. 

The  U.S.  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Fire- 
arms has  proposed  a  regulation  for  un  appellation 
no  smaller  than  a  county,  but  allowing  vitSculcural 
areas  within  the  county.  I  favorj:lassifylng  a  ^        i  jA- f> 
uinnyarf}  downto  thp  smallest  area  possible  SO  ,  / 

frwnjE^^ 

^Midwhile  wiue  growers  are  on  a  truth-in- 
labeling  kick,  such  absurdities  as  being  able  to  call 
a  wine  cabernet  sauvignon  when  only  51  per  cent 
of  the  wine  is  cabernet  must  be  eliminated.  The 
Wine  Institute  has  proposed  a  75-per  cent  limit, 
and  others  say  100-per  cent.  I  must  agree  with  the 
latter.  If  a  vineyard  wishes  to  combine  75-per  cent 
cabernet.  10-per  cent  merlot,  10-per  cent  zinfandel 
and  5-per  cent  gamay,  it  should  tell  the  consumer 
just  that  and  not  call  the  wine  cabernet.  And  if  a 
wine  is  labelled  51-per  cent  cabernet  sauvignon; 
the  other  49-per  cent  Is  a  total  mystery.  Also,  I. 
would  insist  that  ail  major  ingredients  other  Van  ■ 
grape  juice  be  Iisteuj3njhej:ibel.  Does  tMsj^eern        ^       A  *  L 
toqjnii»«h~-to— asK?  ■ 
^iVhal  I  am  advocating  is  quit  simple— if  a  label 
saya  "Napa  Valley  Pinot  Nolr,"  It  should  be  all 
plitot  nolr  unci  nil  from  the  Napa  Valley. 

TliFlna^T-Wy^trr-!!  <<  r 


Mother  matter.  The  Institute's  .present  proposal 
would  require  only  58.25  per  cent  of  a  nonvinta^a 
wine  to  be  of  the  crape  variety  and  grown  in  the 
place  listed  on  the  label  (present  rules  make  only 
a  ridiculous  26  per  cent  necessary). 

There  are  other  rules  at  stake  here,  but  p.U 
follow  the  same  principles:  honesty  and  full 
disclosure. 

If  you  want  to  register  your  views  or  sugges- 
tions, write  tojtex  »■  .3^1s^Jlir^cjgr^^au__cf. 
Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms,  Washington.  D.C. 
2022.1  (phone  202-5l:G-7777),  or  the  California 
Wine  Institute.  lt>5  Post  St.,  San  Fnncisco,  Callt. 
94103  (ph©n«  -ilr--!iS5-0373).  Perhaps  your  k-.ten 


54  La  Paloraa 

Los  Alamos,  NM  87544 

August  29,  1977 


Rex  Davis,  Director 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco,  &  Firearms 
1200  Pennsylvania  Avenue 
Washington,  DC  20226 

Dear  Mr.  Davis: 

Please  find  enclosed  mv  written  testimony  for  incorporation  into  the 
record  of  hearing  on  ATF  Notice  //  304  Amended,  Proposed  Rules  on  Appellation 
of  Origin,  Grape  Type  Designations,  Etc. 

Despite  some  weaknesses  in  certain  areas,  the  proposed  rules  promise  to 
vastly  reduce  the  amount  of  misleading  labeling  practices  presently  in  use. 
Consequently,  I  strongly  endorse  adoption  of  the  Proposal  in  its  entirety 
after  suitable  modifications  to  strengthen  certain  deficiencies. 

The  single  most  compelling  argument  in  favor  of  its  adoption  comes  from 
the  wine  industry  itself.  To  wit,  many  small  premium  wineries  already  satisfy 
their  own  self-imposed  labeling  standards  even  more  stringent  than  those  in 
the  Proposal.  If  these  wineries  can  meet  such  high  standards  without  economic 
penalty,  is  it  unreasonable  to  expect  the  remainder  of  the  industry  to  do 
likewise?  It  is  only  if  these  remaining  wineries  have  information  they  wish 
concealed  from  the  consumers.  Such  deceptive  practices  should  not  be  allowed 
to  continue. 

Sincerely, 
Thomas  R.  Hill 


TESTIMONY  ON  THE  ATF  LABELING  PROPOSAL 
Thomas  R.  Hill 


I  offer  the  following  testimony  only  as  an  interested  wine 
enthusiast  and  do  not  purport  to  speak  for  vast  numbers  of  wine 
consumers.  "Consumers"  are,  of  course,  a  rather  amorphous  group  ana 
few  "average"  wine  consumers  are  even  aware  of  the  current  ATF 
labeling  proposal,  let  alone  sufficiently  interested  to  offer 
testimony.  Nonetheless,  I  feel  it  is  particularly  important  that 
the  ATF  seek  non-industry  input  on  this  proposal  as  best  it  can. 
Admittedly,  the  testimony  offered  by  consumers  is  unrepresentative 
of  wine  consumers  as  a  group.  This  is  not,  however,  sufficient 
reason  to  reject  their  testimony.  Without  the  testimony  of  such 
interested  parties,  there  would  be  no  consumer  input  whatsoever. 

Some  wine  industry  spokesmen  label  wine  writers  and  other 
non-industry  people  offering  testimony  as  "self-appointed, 
self-annointed  wine     experts"       [1],       "industry       foes"       [2],  and 

"self-appointed  advocates    yapping     about     the     heels"  [3]. 

Apparently  these  industry  spokesmen  feel  that  any  improvement  in 
labeling  regulations  can  only  come  about  after  "Director  Rex  Davis 
and  leaders  of  the  industry  have  spent  much  time  and  money  examining 
the  subject  of  how  best  to  give  the  consumer  what  he  needs  in  the 
way  of  information...."  [3].  I  find  this  paternalistic  attitude 
insulting.  I  would  urge  the  ATF  to  also  reject  any  such  insulting 
remarks  directed  by  industry  spokesmen  against  consumer  testimony  in 
the  hearings.  The  idea  that  only  wine  producers  and  their  spokesmen 
are  qualified  to  testify  is  positively  ludicrous.  It  should  be 
pointed  out  that  wine  writers,  wine  merchants,  and  wine  consumers 
are  an  equally.,  .important  part  of  the  wine  industry,  one  could  not 
exist  without  the  others.  I  urge  the  ATF  to  solicit  all  views  and 
give  them  fair  weight  in  these  deliberations. 


Labeling  Standards  vs.  Quality  Standards 
I  feel  the  distinction  should  be  mace  between  labeling  standards 
and  quality  standards  for  wine.  At  present,  the  US,  unlike  some 
European  countries,  has  no  quality  standards  for  wine,  other  than 
minimum  standards  to  prevent  unhealthful  and  unsafe  wines.  Some 
wine  consumers  are  advocating  that  European- type  quality  standards 
be  adopted:  permitted  varieties  in  certain  viticultural  areas,  crop 
yield  limitations,  minimum  age  for  cropping  vines,  pruning 
practices,  etc.;     even     proposing    that    wines     be     graded     by  some 

ill-defined  quality    categories.       I     am     strongly  opposed     to  the 

imposition  of  any  such  quality  standards  on  the  US  wine  industry.  I 
seriously  doubt  the  ATF  has  the  expertise,  the  mandate,  or  the 
manpower  to  propose  and  enforce  such  quality  standards;  this  should 
best  be  left  to  legislative  action.  Such  standards  have  not  been 
particularly  effective  for  European  wines;  it's  unlikely  they  could 
be  made  effective  in  this  country.  The  US  wine  industry  is,  without 
doubt,  the  most  progressive  and  innovative  in  the  entire  world.  The 
ATF  should  not  impose  any  regulations  that  would  stifle  or  interfere 
with  US  winernaking  practices  and  techniques. 


1.  Louis  P.     Martini:      remarks    at     the  annual  membership  meeting  of 
the  Wine     Institute     in     San     Francisco    as     reported     in     The  Wine 

y  Spectator.   n,8  (July  16-31) 

2.  .Philip  Hiaring,  Wines  and  Vines.  58,8,   p. 4   (August  1977) 

3.  Philip  Hiaring,  Win e s_ana _Vi n e s ,  £8,1,   p. 5  (January  1977) 


Wine  Labeling  Standards  /% 
I,  and  presumably  most  other  consumers,  purchase  wine  base i 
primarily  on  two  criteria:  1.)  the  reputation  of,  and  past 
experience  with,  the  producing  winery,  and  2.)  information  provided 
on  the  label  of  a  specific  bottle.  With  the  large  number  of 
producing  wineries  in  the  US,  it's  difficult  for  an  individual  to 
accumulate  much  experience  with  out  a  small  fraction  of  the 
producers.     Hence  it  is  of  utmost  importance  that  the  label  honestly 

and  accurately  describe  the  contents    of  the  bottle  .       As  a  wine 

consumer,  this  seems  to  me  to  be  a  simple  and  reasonable  request. 
Judging  from  the  industry  protests,  this  request  is  excessive  and 
unreasonable . 

Most  informed  wine  enthusiasts  find  the  present  US  labeling 
standards  woefully  inadequate.  Every  occasion  I  find  a  Johannisberg 
Riesling  that  smells  of  Muscat,  a  California  Chablis  with  several 
percent  residual  sugar,  a  Cabernet  Sauvignon  that  tastes  of 
Zinfandel,  a  New  York  Chardonnay  that  smells  of  Labrusca,  a  Pinot 
Noir  that  totally  lacks  varietal  character;  I  feel  that  I  have  Peen 
taken  advantage  of  and  misled.  The  fact  that  a  Napa  Valley  Cabernet 
Sauvignon  composed  of  only  26%  Cabernet  from  the  Napa  Valley  may 
exist  (whether  it  does,  in  fact,  or  not)  is  absurd.  The  very 
existence  of  the  labeling  proposal  demonstrates  that  the  ATF  has 
also  recognized  the  inadequacy  of  present  labeling  regulations'.  The 
US  wine  industry  produces  world-class  wines  second  to  none;  it's 
time  their  labels  reflect  that  fact! 

I  do  not  wish  to  imply  that  I  feel  the  US  wine  industry  is  filled 
with  greedy  charlatans  and  con-men  preying  on  innocent  consumers; 
this  is  just  not  so.  It  is  a  simple  fact-of-life  that  some  wine 
producers  are  more  interested  than  others  in  maximizing  profits,  and 
thus  are  willing  to  stretch  the  labeling  rules  to  their  unreasonably 
low  legal  limits.  This  is  unfair,  not  only  to  wine  consumers,  but 
also  to  their  more  ethical  competitors.  Some  industry  spokesmen 
argue  they  could  not  do  this  without  damaging  their  reputation  for 
quality  wines.  This  is  not  quite  so.  If,  say,  90*  of  the  wine 
consumers  cannot  identify  a  51?  Chardonnay-  H9%  French  Colombard 
wine  labeled  Chardonnay  as  a  fraudulent  Chardonnay,  their  reputation 
will  remain  relatively  pristine.  Nonetheless,  the  remaining  10/5  of 
the  wine  consumers  who  do  recognize  that  wine  as  dishonest  still 
deserve  protection  from  such  labeling  abuses. 

The  wine  industry  will  no  doubt  claim  that  stricter  labeling 
requirements  will  cost  X  million  dollars,  to  be  passed  on  to 
uncaring  consumers,  and  will  force  many  small  artisan  wineries  out 
of  business.  This  claim  is  utter  nonsense.  There  already  exist 
many  wineries  which  meet  their  own  self-defined  labeling  standards 
far  stricter  than  any  envisioned  by  the  ATF.  I  cite  the  labels  of 
Ridge  Vineyards,  Dry  Creek  Vineyards,  ZD  Wines,  Carneros  Creek 
Winery,  David  Bruce,  Veedercrest,  Bully  Hill,  and  Callaway  Vineyards 
and. Winery  as  particularly  good  examples.  These  wineries  provide 
this  information  not  for  mere  marketing  purposes,  but  because  they 
honestly  believe  the  consumer  will  benefit  from  this  data.  If  these 
small  and  not-so-small  premium  wineries  can  meet  their  own, 
considerably  more  stringent,  labeling  standards  without  economic 
penalty;  is  it  unreasonable  to  expect  the  more  profit-oriented 
wineries  with  their  greater  financial  resources  to  meet  the 
considerably  less  stringent  labeling  standards  in  the  ATF  proposal?? 
I  think  not! 


Some  industry  spokesmen  might  argue  that  such  strict  labeling 
requirements  are  well  and  good  for  small  wineries  producing  10,000 
cases/  year  or  so  but  impractical  for  large  wineries  producing  the 
majority  of  the  wine  in  the  US.  This  claim,  too,  is  less  than 
truthful.  It  should  be  pointed  out  that  many  (probably  most  or  all) 
large  wineries  utilize  some  cryptic  code,  either  on  the  label 
'itself,  stamped  on  the     bottle,     or    on     the     shipping    case;  which 

permits  only  them  to  precisely  identify  the  lot  from  which  the  wine 

came  and  hence  its  varietal  composition,  bottling  date,  etc.  Is  it 
too  much  to  expect  this  information  be  made  available  to  interested 
consumers  on  the  label  itself?  It  probably  is  If  the  Chardonnay 
contains  497,  French  Colombard!!  In  reality,  their  objection  is  to 
the  inconvenience  of  making  several  printings  of  x  million 
Chardonnay  labels  instead  of  one  huge  press  run  of  X  million 
Chardonnay  labels;  or  the  fear  that  a  knowledgable  consumer  might 
glean  enough  facts  from  the  label  that  would  discourage  him  from 
buying  that  wine. 

Finally,  the  wine  industry  will,  and  has  been,  claiming  that 
stricter  labeling  regulations  will  unduly  interfere  with  the 
winemaking  process,  will  dictate  to  the  winemaker  how  he  makes  his 
wine,  forcing  "wines  (to)  be  made  to  produce  a  label  that  reads  well 
and  is  acceptable,  not  a  wine  that  drinks  well  and  is  pleasing"  [1], 
will  force  vintners  to  reveal  all  that  goes  into  blends.  These 
extravagant  claims  cannot  go  uncontested.  It  is  not  a  question  of 
how  the  wine  is  to  be  made,  It  is  only  a  question  of  how  it  is  to  be 
labeled!  The  vintner  does,  and  will  continue  to,  have  the  freedom 
to  make  the  best  wine  possible  from  the  grapes,  equipment,  and 
techniques  available.  Labeling  regulations  should  only  require  that 
the  label  describe  the  contents  of  the  bottle  to  a  reasonable 
accuracy . 

The  ATF  Proposal 

The  current  ATF  Proposal  (Notice  #  304  Amended),  if  adopted, 
would  do  much  to  eliminate  many  presently  unsatisfactory  and 
misleading  labeling  practices.  It  will  not  interfere  with  the 
vintners  ability  to  make  the  best  wine  possible,  it  will  not  bring 
about  economic  ruination  of  the  US  wine  industry,  it  will  not  put  US 
wines  at  a  competitive  disadvantage  with  imported  wines.  It  will 
make  the  label  describe  the  contents  to  a  more  accurate  degree  than 
present  labels.  It  is  particularly  important  that  any  labeling 
standards  be  minimum  standards;  that  they  in  no  way  restrict  the 
amount  of  truthful  and  factual  information  that  can  appear  on  tne 
label.  For  the  most  part,  this  proposal  satisfies  that  criterion. 
The  proposal  falls  short,  especially  in  certain  areas,  of  tne 
near-100£  accuracy  in  labeling  many  small  premium  wineries  already 
meet.  Certain  areas,  as  described  below,  should  be  improved. 
Despite  these  deficiencies,  it  is,  I  feel,  a  proposal  that  offers 
much  potential  benefit  to  wine  consumers  and  a  proposal  whose 
requirements  the  US  wine     industry    should  be  easily  able  to  attain. 

Consequently,  I     strongly  endorse  adoption  of  the  ATF  proposal  with 

slight  modifications  as  suggested.  My  specific  comments  to  the 
various  sections  are  itemized  below. 

JQ^  Appellations  of  Orig_in_:     I  strongly  .endorse  the  ATF  concept  of 

"Controlled  AoDellations"  consisting  of  viticultural  areas  and 
vineyards  and'  the  requirements  that  75%,  85X ,  or  95%  of  the 
grapes  come  from  the  named  appellation  for  political 
subdivisions,  viticultural  areas,  and  vineyards,  respectively.  I 
would  suggest  that  viticultural     areas  not  be  mutually  exclusive. 


ror  example,  a  Kutneriord  controlled  appellation  could  be 
contained  within  a  Napa  Valley  controlled  appellation,  which  in 
turn  could  be  contained  within  a  North  Coast  controlled 
appellation.  The  precise  mechanism  by  which  viticultural  areas 
and  vineyards  are  finally  determined  by  the  ATF  is  not  adequately 

described  in     the     proposal .        I     would     strongly  suggest  that 

consumers  and  other  interested  parties  be  given  the  opportunity 
to  provide  input  to  the  ATF  before  final  approval.  This  is 
particularly  important  in  a  controlled  appellation  such  as  North 
Coast  Counties  which  has  been  abused  by  the  wine  industry  to  such 
an  extent  that  its  original  meaning  has  been  lost. 

I  endorse  the  ATF  proposal  that  the  vineyard  location  be 
indicated  on  the  primary  or  secondary  label.  If  the  number  of 
approved  vineyards  proliferate,  few  consumers  will  be  able  to 
remember  the  location  of  all  but  a  few  vineyards.  It  is  thus 
important  that  the  label  identify  its  location.  The  location 
must  be  identified  to  a  satisfactory  precision.  For  example,  the 
"Smith  Vineyard  in  the  Napa  Valley"  is  not  sufficiently  precise 
inasmuch  as  the  Napa  Valley  varies  from  quite  cool  in  the 
Carneros  to  rather  warm  near  Calistoga.  The  "Smith  Vineyard  on 
the  western  outskirts  of  Rutherford"  would  probably  be  suitably 
accurate,  although  it  doesn't  identify  the  vineyard  as  on  the 
valley  floor  or  in  the  Mayacamas  mountains.  Most  likely,  any 
winery  that  identifies  a  vineyard  source  will  identify  its 
location  to  a  suitable  precision. 

I  oppose  the  total  prohibition  of  r.he  multi-county 
appellation.  A  Napa  County-Sonoma  County  appellation  is  vastly 
more  informative  than  a  simple  California  appellation.  I  support 
the  use  of  multi-county  appellations  provided  the  label  is 
sufficiently  detailed  so  as  to  unambiguously  identify  the  origin 
of  the  grapes.  For  the  case  of  a  Napa-Sonoma  Cabernet,  this 
would  require  statement  on  the  label  of  the  percentage  of 
Cabernet  (if  less  than  100$)  and  the  percentage  from  Napa  (or 
Sonoma).  Of  course,  for  a  multi-  varietal  wine  from,  say,  three 
counties;  this  would  become  so  complicated  as  to  discourage  its 
use  by  all  but  the  most  fanatically-precise  vintners.  Despite 
such  complications,  I  feel  multi-county  appellations  are 
sufficiently  informative  as  to  warrant  its  continued  use  under 
such  restrictions. 

Although  not  specifically  stated  in  the  Proposal,  I  interpret 
it  as  banning  use  of  the  "Mountain"  appellation,  such  as 
California  Mountain  Zinfandel.  This  term  cannot  be  accurately 
and  precisely  defined;  its  use  is  essentially  misleading  and  open 
to  abuse.     The  "Mountain"  appellation  should  be  prohibited. 

II.     Varietal  Labeling :     I  strongly  endorse  the  ATF  proposal  to  a.) 

increase  the  varietal  minimum  to  75$,  b.)  require  the  minimum 
percentage  be  shown  on  the  label  If  less  than  100%,  and  c.) 
require  the  entire  minimum  percentage  be  grown  in  the  appellation 
of  origin.  For  most  varietals  (e.g.  Johannisberg  Riesling 
blended  down  with  Muscat,  or  Chardonnay  blended  down  with  French 
Colombard) ,  the  75%  minimum  is  too  lenient.  For  a  few  varieties 
(primarily  Cabernet  Sauvignon  blended  down  with  Merlot  or 
Cabernet  Franc),  the  75%  minimum  may  be  too  restrictive.  The 
present  51%  is  far  too  low.  The  75%  figure  is  sufficiently  high 
to  protect  the  varietal  character  of  many  wines  and  yet  afford 
the  vintner  the  flexibility  to  blend  those  varieties  that  benefit 
from  judicious  blending.  A  100$  minimum  requirement  is,  of 
course,  absurd. 


jl  auungiy  enuurse  ine  requirement  mai  tne  minimum  percent-age 

be  stated    pnjly    as    the    minimum  acceptable  requirement .    .It  is 

particularly  important  that  consumers     be     given     at  least  this 

amount  of  information.  It  would  be  far  more  beneficial  to  the 
consumer  if  the  entire  varietal  composition  were  required.  For 
example,  a  75?  Cabernet  Sauvignon  with  25%  Merlot  would  be  an 
honest  Cabernet.  A  75%  Cabernet  with  25?  Gamay  would  be  a 
fraudulently-labeled  Cabernet.  A  mere  statement  of  75?  Cabernet 
on  the  label  would  not  enable  me  to  differentiate  two  such  wines. 

Consequently,  I      strongly  suggest     that     the     entire  varietal 

composition  be  stated  (to  a  reasonable  2%  or  3%  precision)  on  all 
varietally-iabeled  wines.  Many  premium  wineries  alreaay  practice 
this  with  little  apparent  economic  penalty.  Even  a  large  premium 
winery  like  Eeaulieu  Vineyards  has  done  this  in  the  past.  The 
request  is  not  unreasonable! 

The  wine  industry  will  no  doubt  protest  vociferously  the 
requirement  that  the  varietal  minimum  percentage  appear  on  the 
label,  accompanied  by  claims  that  most  consumers  will  regard 
wines  of  less  than  100?  varietal  composition  as  inferior.  This 
claim  is,  again,  less  than  truthful  and  not  supported  by  facts. 
I  know  of  no  fellow  consumers,  knowledgeable  or  less-informed, 
that  regards  a  100?  varietal  as  always  superior  to  a  blended 
wine.  Only  the  most  abysmally-ignorant  or  pure-of-the-pur; st 
wine  consumers  would  make  such  a  value  judgement.  Again, 
statement  of  the  entire  varietal  composition  should  satisfy  the 
entire  spectrum  of  wine  consumers. 

I  endorse  a  51?  varietal  minimum  on  Vitis  Labrusca  and  all 
other  native  varietals.  French  hybrids  are  much  closer  to  Vitis 
Vinifera  in  flavor  than  to  native  grape  flavors.  I  support  a  75? 
varietal  minimum  for  French  hybrid  wines.  Furthermore,  the 
flavor  of  Vitis  Labrusca  (and  other  natives)  is  so  strong  that 
even  25?  blended  into  a  French  hybrid  will  destroy  its  character. 
I  suggest  the  complete  prohibition  of  the  use  of  Vitis  Labrusca 
or  other  native  varieties  in  any  French  hybrid  (or  Vinifera) 
varietal  wine,  beyond  a  nominal  few  percent. 

Ill .  Estate .Bottling :     I     endorse     the     ban     on  the  use  of  the  term 

"Estate  Bottled".  The  term  was  originally  used  in  Europe  to 
indicate  wine  produced  from  grapes  grown  on  property  owned  by 
that  producer,  in  close  proximity  to  the  winery,  and  bottled  on 
that  property.  Liberal  interpretation  of  its  meaning  by  the  ATF, 
modern  technology  that  permits  shipment  of  grapes  and  must  long 
distances  with  little  degradation  in  quality,  and  complex 
ownerships  of  wineries  and  vineyards  results  in  little  meaning  to 
its  present  use  on  labels.  Most  consumers  are  not  familiar  with 
the  intricacies  of  US  wine  labeling  rules  and  interpret  "Estate 
Bottled"  in  the  ol d , restrictive  sense.  Although  some  wineries  do 
use  the  term  in  its  strictest  ethical  sense,  there  is  little 
consistency  in  its  use  between  wineries.  Many  wineries  use  it 
merely  for  marketing  purposes.  Its  current  usage  either  has 
little  meaning  to  the  well-informed  consumer,  or  it  has  an 
Incorrect  meaning  to  the  less-informed  consumer.  Its  use  should 
be  prohibited. 

I  dp  feel  it  is  useful  for  wineries  to  distinguish  wines 
produced  from  grapes  grown  on  their  own  (  by  a  suitably 
restrictive  definition)  property  (no  matter  whether  in  the  same 
viticultural  area,  county,  adjacent  county,  or  even  further 
afield)  where  they  themselves  do  the  growing  (planting,  pruning, 
thinning,  irrigating,     etc.).       I    would     suggest     the  presently 


undefined  terra    Grown     (, Produced     and     Bottled     by...)       can  be 
.  suitable  defined  to  accomplish  this. 

IV .  Vintage    Dates:  I  strongly  endorse  the  ATF  requirement  that  95 % 

of  the  grapes  for  a  vintaged  wine  be  of  the  stated  year  and  from 
the  indicated  appellation.  In  particular,  I  would  oppose  a 
reduction  of  the  95%  from  the  indicated  appellation  requirement, 
as  is  advocated  by  the  wine  industry,  for  precisely  the  reasons 
cited  in  the  proposal. 

V.  Fill  Dates:  I  opposg  the  Proposal's  elimination  of  the  fill  date 
requirement.  This  information  is  almost  always  already  present 
on  the  label,  on  the  bottle,  or  on  the  shipping  case  in  an 
encoded  form.  It  should  be  a  simple  matter  to  provide  this  data 
to  the  consumer.  It  is  important  that  the  consumer  have  this 
protection  against  bottles  that  sit  on  a  retailer's  shelf  too 
long  and  consequently  spoil. 


VI .  Name  and  Address:     I     strongly  endorse  the  Proposal  requirement 

that  the  place  where  each  function  (produced,  bottled,  etc.)  is 
performed  be  shown  on  the  label,  along  with  the  bottler's 
registry  number.  This  will  do  much  to  eliminate  the  misleading 
practice  associated  with  DBA's.  Only  those  wineries  desiring  to 
conceal  their  identity  from  the  consumer  because  of  its  negative 
eonotations  could  possibly  object  to  this  requirement. 

VII .  Prohibited  Foreign  Terms:  I  endorse  the  ban  on  foreign  terms 
describing  grape  conditions  at  harvest  or  denoting  quality. This 
ban  should  also  preclude  terms  that  imply  such  conditions,  such 
as  recently  approve:!  labels  containing  BA  and  TBA   ,   commonly  usee 

^    abbreviations  for  the  German  Beerenauslese  and 

Trockenbeerenauslese  terms. 

VIII.  Brand  Names:  I  endorse  the  proposal's  allowance  of  the  "TM" 
and  "R"  symbols  in  small  type  to  qualify  winery  names  of 
geographical  significance  or  containing  the  word  "Vineyard" . 


Portuguese:  Embassy 

Was  H  I  N  G  TO  N 


August  30,  1977 


Mr.  Rex  Davis,  Director 
Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco 

and  Firearms 
Department  of  the  Treasury 
Washington,  DC  20226 

Dear  Mr.  Davis : 

Re:      "Notice  No.   304  Amended" 

I  have  been  asked  to  convey  to  you  the  following  obser- 
vations offered    by  the  Junta  Nacional  do  Vinho  on  the  above 
matter  which  is  scheduled  for  hearings  on  September  27  and 
28,   1977,   in  Washington,  DC: 

"According  to  the  National  Port  Wine  Institute,  in 
addition  to   'vintage'  port  wines  and  'late  bottled 
vintage'  port  wines,  both  of  which  are  subject  to 
special  accounting  procedures,  there  are  also  wines 
marketed  under  an  indicated  age   (10,  20,   30  and  more 
years),  which  also  bear  a  reference  to  the  year  of 
bottling.     Such  wines  include  wines  from  various 
harvest  years  which  on  the  date  of  bottling  exhibited 
characteristics  proper  to  the  indicated  age.  Verifi- 
cation of  wine  characteristics  is  controlled  by  the 
Institute . 

"We  note  on  the  other  hand  that  with  respect  to  port 
wine,   the  subsidiary  designation  indicating  that  the 
wine  was  aged  in  wooden  barrels  is  traditionally  used 
for  most  wines    (except  for    'vintage1   and  'late 
bottled'  wines).     Considering  the  special  character 


which  such  containers  impart  to  the  wine  stored 
therein,   it  is  understood  that  this  subsidiary 
indication,  in  view  of  its  usefulness,  will  be 
continued, " 

Attached  herewith  is  a  photocopy  of  the  Portuguese 
rsion  of  the  above  observations. 


Sincerely  yours, 


Roque  Felix  Dio.^ 
Commercial  Counsellor 


^  Tie  a cord o  com  o  respective  Institute- ,  o!eV»  do  vinho  ye  Port:.' 

'J-5  colheita  [vintage. ..) ,  os  vinhes  "late  bottled  vintage.  *!>•  a  in  bos 
raieitos  a  center,  c or  re n  t  e  s '  e  s;:  oe  if  ioas ,  exdst-er  tenbeV  vinhes  ooner- 
cialisados  sob  una  indicoc.Se  de  i*i  =  H  ;10,  20,  3^  ?  """is  a  nor) ,  corpl 
tad  a  con  a  referenda  so  ana  de  sri^'rrafa^ento',  vi^i-oo  ep?cs  constitu 
des  per  lotos  de  vinhes  de  "/arias  colneitas ,  err-  ?«-c  ^  predate  final  a 
pre  sent  a  na  data  do  cn^arrafav.cntc  carscterJstica?  4:oi5»ri?3  da  refer! 
da  idade,  o  cue  i  ccntrolado  e  coirprovaco  ^arrne  Institute. 

Observanos  per  ovitro  In  do,  oae  taj'b-ir.  ot  rolarSc  ao  vinho  dc 
Porto  d  tradicionalmente  usada  par?.,  a  £2aers W  iade  d<~s  vinhos  ( excep- 
tuadn??  os  "v intake"  o  "late  bctt-.led") ,  ->  inlicacov  subsidiary a  dc  nue 
os  vinhes  forara  anadui'eciJos  e~  vasilhs  d*  madeira,  indicate  one-  in- 
teressa  man tar  dadas  as  caract^rfsticas  especiais  cue  essas  vasilhas 
transmit en  ao  vinho,  pclo  cue  se  pntende  cue  4  de  rsanter  tal  indies- 
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JAMNElS      RESTAURANT  jff 

I 59th  &  Oak  Park  Avenue  /  Tinlcy  Park,  Illinois  60477  /  532-4542 
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7  September  19  77 


Director 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms 
Washington,  D.C.  20226 

Re:     Notice  No.  304,  Amended 

Dear  Sir: 

I  am  writing  to  offer  the  following  comments  on 
the  Bureau's  proposed  new  rules  on  wine  labeling,  including 
appellations  of  origin,  grape  type  designations,  etc. 
As  a  wine  writer,  lecturer  and  teacher  and  co-author  of 
The  Fine  Wines  of  California,  I  did  testify  at  the  Bureau's 
hearings  in  San  Francisco  earlier  this  year  but  was  unable 
to  do  so  at  the  August  bearings. 

As  the  proposed  rules  do  substantially  amend  those 
suggested  by  Notice  No.  304,  I  thought  it  appropriate  to 
offer  the  following  observations  for  the  Bureau's 
consideration . 

Section  4.23 

The  new  minimum  varietal  requirement  of  75%  should 
be  sufficient  to  protect  the  consumer  from  "varietals" 
that  are  blended  so  severely  as  to  mask  their  varietal 
character.     The  further  requirement  in  4.23(b)(2)  that 
the  minimum  percentage  of  the  variety  actually  used  also 
be  stated  on  the  label  is  an  extremely  valuable  addition 
to  the  consumer  information  to  be  provided,  although  a 
display  requirement  less  demanding  than  "in  direct  con- 
junction with  and  as  conspicous  as  the  varietal  name" 
would  probably  be  sufficient  if  wineries  object  to  this 
intrusion  on  their  "packaging"  discretion. 

Sections  4.25  and  4.26 

It  is  not  clear  why  the  Bureau  has  provided  for 
three  different  and  confusing  percentage  requirements 
for  different  geographical  appellations:     75%  for  appella- 
tions of  origin,   85%  for  viticultural  areas,  and  9  5%  for 
vineyards.     Surely  the  primary  purpose  of  the  proposed 


/ 


rules  is  to  ensure  that  wine  labels  provide  meaningful, 
accurate  information  to  the  consumer,  without  placing 
unreasonable  burdens  on  the  producer.     While  the  publication 
of  approved  viticultural  areas  will  undoubtedly  be  of 
assistance  to  the  interested  consumer,  it  is  difficult  to 
see  the  justification  for  requiring  a  producer  to  be  only 
75%  truthful  for  one  geographical  statement  while  requiring 
him  to  be  95%  accurate  for  another. 

It  is  true  that  a  vineyard  designation  is  more 
likely  to  indicate  specific  characteristics  of  the  wine 
in  question  than  a  designation  which  refers  only  to  a 
political  area.     However,  even  with  the  proposed  amendments 
to  section  4.23(b)(3),  permitting  "Napa  County"  wine  to  be 
blended  with  25%  Fresno  county  wine  is  misleading.  The 
95%  requirement  should  apply  to  any  geographical  appellation 
the  producer  chooses  to  place  on  the  label;  many  of  the 
larger  wineries  have  successfully  employed  the  "California" 
appellation  without  misleading  the  consumer,  and  the  95% 
requirement  would  not  work  an  unreasonable  hardship  on  any 
producer.     It  would  provide  a  consistent  guarantee  to  the 
consumer  of  the  actual  origin  of  the  grapes  used  to  make 
the  wine  he  or  she  has  purchased. 

Section  4.35 

The  Bureau's  revised  section  4.35  resolves  a  confusing 
and  often  abused  situation  that  has  existed  for  years. 
Paragraphs   (a)   and   (b)  will  end  confusion  by  rendering  the 
word" "produced"  more  meaningful  and  by  eliminating  the 
misleading  use  of  words  such  as  "made  by,"  "perfected  by," 
"cellared  by,"  etc.     Paragraphs   (e)   and  (f)   are  also  most 
welcome  as  a  means  of  piercing  the  deceptive  veil  of 
fictitious  names  that  has  covered  many  winery  operations 
in  the  past,  particularly  with  respect  to  sparkling  wines. 
The  provision  by  the  Bureau  of  lists  of  wine  bottlers  and 
their  registry  numbers  will  be,  of  course,  essential  to 
the  successful  implementation  of  this  section.     I  support 
the  proposed  rules  in  section  4.35  without  reservation. 

Section  4.39 

As  one  of  those  who  suggested  at  earlier  hearings 
that  the  term  "estate  bottled"  had  little  or  no  meaning 
to  the  consumer,  I  am  naturally  in  favor  of  its  prohibition 
as  required  by  proposed  paragraph  (k) .     It  is  not  clear  why 
it  is  necessary  to  exempt  conformance  with  this  section 
from  the  general  transition  period  of  three  years,  however, 
which  seems  to  be  a  reasonable  compromise. 


I  am  not  as  convinced  that  the  prohibition  of 
foreign  terms  denoting  grape  condition  is  necessary,  as 
provided  in  paragraph   (1) (1) .     With  reasonable  definition, 
such  terms  as  "spatlese"  and  "auslese"  are  at  least  as 
meaningful  to  the  knowledgeable  consumer  as  "late  picked" 
or  other  English  substitutes. 

Imported  wines 

The  extention  of  domestic  requirements  to  foreign 
wines  is  certainly  proper,  particularly  in  the  case  of 
those  "varietal"  wines  which  have  recently  inundated  the 
American  market.     The  requirement  of  section  4.25(b)  (2) 
that  imported  wines  be  legally  available  for  home 
consumption  within  the  country  of  origin  is  also  welcome. 

In  conclusion,  I  would  like  to  commend  the  Bureau 
for  its  proposed  rules  which,  despite  my  objections  to 
certain  provisions  of  sections  4.25  and  4.26,  represent 
a  major  advance  in  providing  accurate  information  to  the 
wine  consumer.     Also  appreciated  is  the  Bureau's  evident 
concern  for  the  opinions  of  both  consumers  and  the  wine 
industry,  as  reflected  in  the  revisions  made  as  a  result 
of  comments  and  testimony  offered  at  the  hearings  in  the 
spring  of  this  year. 

I  am  sorry  I  was  unable  to  appear  at  the  August 
hearings,  but  hope  that  these  comments  will  be  considered 
during  your  final  deliberations.     I  would  appreciate  your 
retaining  my  name  on  your  mailing  list  and  noting  the 
change  of  address  below.     Thank  you. 


Yours  sincerely, 


Hurst  Hannum 

2000  North  Adams  Street,  #233 
Arlington,  Virginia  22201 


Encl:     5  copies 
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IN   THE   VALLEY   OF   THE  "MOON 


OLD  WINERY  ROAD 
SONOMA,  CALIFORNIA   95  476 


September  20,  1977 


Rex  D.  Davis,  Director 
Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  $  Firearms 
Department  of  the  Treasury- 
Washington,  D.  C.  20226 


Re:     (a)  Notice  No.  304  amended 

(b)  BATF  ltr  R:T:C:RLP  dtd  10/16/74 


Dear  Mr.  Davis: 


We  urge  the  Bureau  to  maintain  the  "North  Coast"  appellation 
of  origin  on  wine  labels. 

As  pointed  out  by  the  California  North  Coast  Grape  Growers 
Association,  the  North  Coast  is  a  clearly  defined  region  and  areas 
within  it  are  quite  similar.     We  agree,  and  feel  that  the  North 
Coast  winegrowing  region  has  proven  itself  over  the  years,  and  that 
customers  are  becoming  more  aware  of  North  Coast  as  a  premium  wine 
area. 

We  wish  to  express  our  support  for  this  position  and  hope 
that  the  North  Coast  appellation  will  be  retained. 

Sincerely  yours, 


Rose  M.  Murphy 

Public  Relations  Director 


RMM/ed 

cc:    California  North  Coast  Grape  Growers 
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Sierra  Vista  Winery 
45  Cabernet  Way 
Placerville,  CA  95667 

Director,  BATF 
Washington, DC  20226 


Subject:    Notice  304,  Amended 

1.  Sierra  Vista  Winery  approves  dropping  the  ATF  seal  from  the  requirements. 

2.  As  a  consumer  of  wine  for  many  years,  it  is  the  contention  that  the  term 
"estate  bottled"  means  that  the  wine  has  come  from  the  vinyards  own  or 
controlled  by  the  producing  winery  and  that  they  are  within  close  prox- 
imity to  the  winery.    It  is  the  contention  of  Sierra  Vista  Winery  that 
the  term  "estate  bottled"  be  kept  and  the  definition  more  firmly  estab- 
lished by  the  BATF  if  it  is  felt  necessary. 

3.  On  varietal  labeling,  -  By  forcing  the  inclusion  of  the  percentage  of 
principle  grape  to  be  shown  on  the  label,  it  is  felt  the  consumer  will 
come  to  believe  that  the  higher  the  percentage  of  the  varietal  the 
better  the  wine  while  it  is  known  that  that  is  not  necessarily  the  case. 
In  addition,  that  the  percentage  of  each  variety  in  the  blend  be  shown, 
takes  away  the  proprietary  right  of  a  winery  to  produce  a  wine  which  is 
difficult  to  copy  by  other  wineries. 

4.  On  Paragraph  4. 39. j  -  It  is  still  our  contention  that  the  word  "brand" 
or  R  or  TM  in  the  name  of  the  winery  have  very  little  meaning  or  will 
clarify  very  little,  if  any,  the  region  or  protect  consumer  in  any  way. 
Therefore,  it  is  felt  that  the  word  Brand,  or  TM  or  other  such  desig- 
nations should  not  have  to  appear  in  the  names  of  the  wineries. 

5.  Paragraph  4.23  -  It  is  well  known  that  the  same  variety  of  grape  grown 
1n  two  different  climatic  regions  can  produce  very  different  wines. 
For  example,  Pinot  Noir  grown  in  region  one  of  Napa  Valley  and  Pinot 

~  Noir-grown  in  the  San -Joaquin  Valley  can  both  be  designated  100%  Pinot 
Noir.    The  wine  from  Napa  can  be  great  while  Pinot  Noir  from  San  Joaquin  _ 
is  a  very  poor  table  wine.    Another  example  of  comparisons  of  two 
varieties  in  the  same  region  is  that  the  wine  from  grapes  grown  in  an 
unirrigated  region  in  Napa  Valley  can  produce  a  fine  wine  while  the  vinyard 
next  door  produce  grapes  which  yield  a  poor  quality  wine  because  of  heavy 
irrigation.    In  these  cases  the  intent  of  the  regulations  are  negated  in 
a  very  legal  means.    However,  the  consumer  will  soon  put  the  winery 
producing  the  poor  wine  out  of  business."    In  "addition' the  'smal  l  winery  ~ 
dedicated  and  producing  the  highest  quality  wine  possible  will  be  un- 
~.    necessarily  penalized  by  this  regulation.    A  quality  proprietary  wine 
may"  not  have  the  same  volume  content  from  year  to  year.    Tfius  the  label 
will  have  to  be  continuously  changed.    This  is  a  real  and  unnecessary 
expense. 


Director,  BATF 
September  19,  1977 
Page  2 


5.    Continued  -  nprrpntaae  of  varietal  wine  on 

r^Lrcfn^fvronTrdet^Lnur^c^r^l^  confer  and  wineHes 


Sincerely, 

John  M.  MacCready 


B.W.  -4389 

TELEPHONE.  D.S.P.  CALIOO 

l*ER5f'liL3  845-2231 
(  Ant*  Cook  BOS) 


BEAR  MOUNTAIN  WINERY  / 


P.  O.  BOX  428 
Dl  GIORGIO.   CALIFORNIA  93217 


September  20,  1977 


Director 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms 
Washington,  D.  C.  20226 


re:   Proposed  Rules 
27  CFR  Part  4 

Appellation  of  Origin,  Grape  Type 
Designations,  Etc. 

Dear  Sir: 

This  communication  is  to  set  forth  Bear  Mountain  Winery's  position 
regarding  Notice  No.  304  Amended,  pertaining  to  Proposed  Rules,  which 
if  enacted  would  become  applicable  under  27  CFR  Part  4. 

(1)  "ATF  seal"  Wine 

We  are  in  agreement  with  proposal  that  the  "ATF  seal"  requirement 
be  dropped. 


(2)         Estate  bottling 

The  estate  bottled  designation  would  imply  to  the  consumer  that 
wines  bearing  this  designation  are  better.    Under  the  amended  pro- 
posed regulations  that  the  vineyard  be  owned  by  the  producer,  and 
95%  of  the  wine  crushed  from  that  estate,  does  not  necessarily  mean 
that  the  wine  is  a  better  quality.    Because  of  this  fact,  it  is  our 
feeling  that  the  consumer  could  be  misled  by  allowing  such  a  designa- 
tion.   We  are  also  taking  the  position  that  the  amended  proposed 
regulations  should  also  be  applied  to  all  imported  wines,  and  if  such 
regulations  cannot  be  applied  to  imports,  then  they  should  not  be 
applied  to  American  wines. 


(3)  Varietal  labeling 


We  agree  that  the  7  5%  varietal  requirement  is  workable  and  proper. 
However,   since  all  wineries  will  have  a  minimum  requirement  of  75%, 
it  should  not  be  necessary  to  indicate  the  percentage  on  the  label. 
Further,  we  reqiicst  that  no  percentage  of  the  varietal  status  be  shown 
on  the  label  regardless  of  the  final  decision  for  the  minimum  percental 
for  varietal  status. 


Director 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms     ~  2  »     September  20,  1977 


(4)  Appellations  of  origin 

This  proposal  as  recommended  is  acceptable  to  Bear  Mountain  Winery, 

) 

(5)  Name  and  address 

We  support  the  Wine  Institute  position  that  75%  fermentation,  which 
is  the  current  existing  regulation,  would  be  acceptable  to  us,  for  a 
"produced  by"  designation.    Further,  we  do  not  support  the  require- 
ment for  multiple  addresses. 

(6)  Prohibited  foreign  terms 

Provided  that  such  terms  as  burgundy,  chablis,  blanc,  and  other 
descriptive  terms  for  wine  types  generally  accepted  in  the  United 
States  are  not  excluded  by  this  provision,  we  would  support  the 
position  that  treatment  of  grapes  described  in  foreign  terms  should 
be  eliminated.    Such  treatment  as  "Auslese",   etc.  ,  would,  therefore, 
be  barred,  buc  generic  terms  and  color  descriptions  would  not. 

(7)  Brand  names 

We  approve  the  ATF  proposal. 

(8)  Date  of  fill 

The  ATF  proposal  to  eliminate  this  requirement  has  our  support, 
since  it  only  dealt  with  the  seal  wine  proposal,  which  we  all  agree 
should  not  be  implemented. 

Additional  Comments 

(1)  Vintage  wine 

We  agree  with  the  ATF  proposal  tha,t  a  95%  requirement  be  implement 
to  "Vintage  Date"  wines,  for  the  reasons  given  in  Notice  304,  amendec 

(2)  Transition  period 


We  believe  that  the  expiration  date  for  the  old  regulations  of  January  1 
1981,  is  an  adequate  time  to  implement  changes. 


Director 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms     -  3  -     September  20,  1977 


(3)         Effect  on  imports 

We  strongly  support  the  position  of  others  that  whatever  requirements 
are  finalized  for  domestic  wines  must  be  equally  effective  for 
imported  wines. 


Very  truly  yours, 

BEAR  MOUNTAIN  WINERY 


Karl  L.   Thielscher,  Jr. 

Vice  President,  Package  Division 

KLT/HRM/mb 


cc:    John  D.  Slavo 

Peter  deK.  Dusinberre 
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THE  WHITE  HOUSE 


WA  SHINGTON 


September  21,  1977 


Edward  J.  Wawszkiewicz ,  Ph.D. 
Associate  Professor  of  Microbiology 
University  of  Illinois 

at  the  Medical  Center 
P.   0.   Box  6998 
Chicago,   Illinois  60680 

Dear  Dr.  Wawszkiewicz: 

Thank  you  for  your  recent  letter  and  testimor.v  before  the 
Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms,  recording  wine- 
labeling.  You  must  know  how  much  I  agree  with  your  state 
ment  that  "wine  labels  should  be  honest,  informative,  and 
certainly  not  misleading."  I  firmly  believe  these  guidel 
should  apply  to  all  types  of  advertising. 

Thank  you  again  for  the  informatisTH 


/  Lsther  Peterson 

Special  Assistant  to  the  President 
for  Consumer  Affairs 


EDWARD  J.  WAWSZKJEWICZ,  PH.  D . 

Associate  Professor  of  Microbiology 

University  address: 

(for  informational  purposes  only) 

School  of  Basic  Medical  Sciences 
Department  of  Microbiology 

University  of  Illinois  at  the  Medical  Center,  Chicago 
835  South  Wolcott  Avenue,  Chicago,  Illinois 
Mailing  address:  P.  0.  Box  6998,  Chicago,  Illinois  60680 
Tel.   (312)  996-7470 


September  21 ,  1 977 


Mr.  Rex  D.  Dav  i  s 
Di  rector 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms 
1200  Pennsylvania  Avenue 
Washington,  D.  C.  20226 

Dear  Mr.  Davis: 

In  his  cur  ious-  art  i  cl  e  appearing  in  the  September,  1977  issue  of  Wines  & 
Vines,  sent  to  you  as  a  letter,  and  excerpted  in  the  9/10/77  issue  of  the 
California  VJineletter ,  Mr.   Leon  D.  Adams  makes  the  remarkable  -statement  that 
"The  Bureau's  only  responsibility  is  to  see  that  proprietors  of  wineries 
whose  names  contain  the  words   'vineyard'  or   'vineyards'  are  indeed  bona 
fide  v i neyard i sts . . . "     I  gather  from  this  that  Mr.  Adams  does  not  realize 
that  the  Bureau's  responsibilities  have  already  been  specified  by  the  Federal 
Alcohol  Administration  Act,  passed  by  Congress,  and  which,   in  27  USC  205  (e) 
says  categorically  that  labeling  regulations  are  to  be  promulgated  which: 

"will  prohibit  deception  of  the  consumer ... .wi 1 1  prohibit,  irrespective 
of  falsity,  such  statements  relating  to  age,  manufacturing  processes, 
analyses,  guarantees,  and  scientific  or  irrelevant  matters  as  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  finds  to  be  likely  to  mislead  the  consumer ... .wi 1 1 
provide  the  consumer  with  adequate  information  as  to  the  identity  and 
quality  of  the  products ....  the  net  contents  of  the  package,  and  manufac- 
turer or  bottler  or  importer ... .w? 11   prohibit  statements  on  the  label 
that  a  re . . . . f a  1 se ,  misleading,  obscene  or  indecent...." 

Now  the  word  vineyard  or  vineyards  on  a  label  does  not,   by  any  conceivable 
stretch  of  semantic  maneuvering,  mean  vineyardist,  as  Mr.  Adams  would  appa- 
rently hove  the  Bureau  believe.     A  VINEYARD  IS  NOT  A  PERSON.     IT  IS  A  PLOT 
OF  LAND  PLANTED  TO  GRAPES!     And  thus,   if  a  wine  is  labeled  with  the  name  of 
a  vineyard(s)    (i.e.   place  name)   the  wine  in  the  bottle  must  originate  from 
the  yineyard(s)    (i.  c.  place)  named,  if  the  label    is  not   to  be  false  or  mis- 
leading.    Mr.  Adams'   statement  "There  is  no  evidence  that  the  publ i c ....  con- 
strues 'Blank  Vineyards  White  Wine1  as  a  statement  that  any  or  all  of  the 
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Mr.  Rex  D.  Davis 
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grapes  in  the  wine  were  grown  within  the  boundaries  of  'Blank  Vineyards'" 
is  simply  false. 

If  most  of  the  138  wineries  that  Mr.  Adams  mentions  as  having  the  words 
vineyard  or  vineyards  in  their  name  have  marketed  wines  under  their  name, 
but  produced  from  grapes  not  originating  in  the  vineyard(s)  named,  these 
firms  surely  have  been  marketing  wines  under  false,  or  at  least  misleading 
labels.     In  my  opinion  these  firms  should  be  prosecuted  to  the  full  extent 
of  the  law.     And  if  the  BATF  is  not  willing  to  correct  this  situation  it  is 
my  further  opinion  that  a  class  action  suit  on  behalf  of  consumers  should 
be  brought  against  the  Bureau  for  not  fulfilling   its  statutory  responsibi- 
1 i  t  ies. 

Mr.  Adams  claims  surprisingly  that  "The  Bureau  i s. .proposing  an  entirely 
new  concept  of  the  meaning  of  the  word  'vineyard'  on  a  label."    And  he  adds 
that  "There  is  no  precedent  for  this  in  the  wine  regulations  of  any  other 
nation.    It  has  no  relation  to  the  appellation  control  systems  of  France, 
Germany,   Italy,  Portugal,  or  Spain."    This,   to  put  it  politely,   is  sheer 
hogwash,  as  but  one  examp'e  will   easily  show.     Let  us  take  the  French 
appellation  Corton-Charlemagne  as  the  example.     Although  it   is  difficult 
for  me  to  believe  it,  apparently  Mr.  Adams  does  not  realize  that  this  French 
appellation,  like  scores  of  others,,  applies  to  an  individual,  delimited  vine- 
yard (not  merely  to  a  region  or  area).     When  the  consumer  sees  the  words 
Corton-Charlemagne,  Appellation  Contrdl&e ,  or  Appellation  Corton-Charlemagne 
Contrdlee  on  a  French  wine  label   he  is  assured  by  the  French  government  that 
the  wine  in  the  bottle  has  originated  entirely  from  the  Corton-Charlemagne 
vineyard,  AND  FROM  NO  OTHER.     As  a  wine  writer  Mr.  Adams  should  surely  know 
that  famous  vineyard  names  are  commonly  used  to  label  wines,  from  the  vine- 
yards named,  particularly  in  France  and  Germany.     The  French  or  German  words 
equivalent  to  our  English  word  vineyard(s)  may  not  always  appear  on  the  labels 
of  these  wines,  but  because  the  names  themselves  clearly  refer  to  vineyards, 
the  words  equivalent  to  vineyard(s)  are  understood.     Thus  Corton-Charlemagne 
really  means  Corton-Char 1 ernagne  Vineyard,  Bernkasteler  Doktor  really  means 
Bernkasteler  Doktor  Vineyard  etc.     So  whom  is  Mr.  Adams  trying  to  fool? 

I   happen  to  be  a  shareholder  of  a  wine  firm  which  has  the  word  vineyards  as 
part  of   its  "Doing  Business  As"  designation,  namely  MOUNT  EDF.N  VINEYARDS. 
Now  Mount  Eden  is  a  real  place,   in  Saratoga,  California,  and  on  it  are  planted 
some  of  the  state's  most  exceptional  vineyards.     It   is  from  these  vineyards, 
AND  FROM  NO  OTHERS,   that  MOUNT  EDEN  V I NEYARDS " wi nes  have  in  the  past  originated 
and,  as  long  as  there  is  strength  left   in  me,  will  originate.     Mr.  Adams  has 
stated  that  "The  viticultural   fact   is  that   the  productivity  of  a  grapevine 
or  a  patch  of  grapevines  varies  with  fluctuations  in  the  weather  from  season 
to  season,   that  no  single  patch  of  vines  can  be  relied  upon  to  produce  all  or 
even  most  of  the  grapes  that  a  winegrower  needs."    At  Mount  Eden  we  have  our- 
selves painfully  experienced  this.     But,  as  anyone  with  even  the  slightest 
degree  of  integrity  should  recognize,   that  experience  has   in  no  way  given  us 
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license  to  purchase  grapes  from  growers  not  on  Mount  Eden,  and  then  to  label 
the  wine  resulting  from  those  grapes  as  MOUNT  EDEN  VINEYARDS  wine.     TO  IDEN- 
TIFY WINE  MADE  FROM  GRAPES  GROWN  AT  ONE  PLACE  AS   IF  THE  WINE  HAD  ORIGINATED 
FROM  GRAPES  GROWN  AT  ANOTHER  IS  UNMITIGATED  DISHONESTY.     In  my  judgment, 
wine  writers  who  publicly  excuse  and  extol  1   this  sort  of  thing,  and  urge  the 
BATF  to  continue  to  permit   it,  are  themselves  no  better  than  the  public  liars 
whose  views  they  would  seem  to  represent. 


Yours  sincerely, 


photocopy:  Mr.   Donald  R.  Royce 

Mrs.  Esther  Peterson,  The  White  House 
Prof.   Robert  W.  Benson 

The  New  York  Times 
Chicago  Tribune 
Wines  &  Vines 
California  llineletter 
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2-C  Senate  Plaza  Apts 
Columbia,  South  Carolina  29201 
September  22,  1977 

Director 

Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms 
Washington,  D.C.  20226 

Dear  Sir: 

I  have  been  informed,  that  you  are  accepting  comments  on  wine 
labeling.     Six  comments  from  the  standpoint  of  a  consumer  appear 
below. 

1.  LET  NOT  THE  CONSUMER  BE  FORGOTTEN. 

Reasoning:     All  too  often  in  the  past  government  commissions 
have  been  captured  by  the  industries  which  they  were  designed  to 
regulate • 

2.  LET  THERE  BE  SEVERE  PENALTIES  FOR  PUTTING  FALSE  OR 
MISLEADING  INFORMATION  ON  BOTTLES. 

Reasoning:     A  few  months  ago  I  purchased  a  varietal  wine  made 
from  a  grape  with  a  name  resembling  that  of  a  certain  noble  wine 
grape,  and,   in  effect,  clearly  represented  on  the  bottle  as  being 
that  noble  wine  grape.    V.hen  later  by  sheer  happenstance  I  learned 
that  this  varietal  grape  had  no  kinship  with  the  noble  one,  I 
felt  cheated,   and  I  felt  myself  further  cheated  upon  finding  that 
the  particular  bottle  of  wine  which  I  had  bought  was  oneof  the 
most  unploasing  I  ever  tasted.     A  penalty-  might  prevent  such. 

3.  LIST  ALL  INGREDIENTS. 

Reasoning:     Whatever  those  in  the  trade  may  claim,   I  am 
convinced  that  a  significant  number  of  consumers  are  interested 
in  being  able  to  quickly  ascertain  the  ingredients  of  what  they 
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are  consuming.    If  the  food  industry  can  list  ingredients,  so  can 
the  wine  industry. 

4.  PROVIDE  ON  THE  BOTTLE  SOV.E  CLEAR  WAY  TO  SHOW  A  CONSUMER 
THE  AGS  OP  NON-VINTAGE  V/INE •     I  would  prefer  to  see  a  list  of  all 
vintages  that  make  up  the  blend,  but  the  last  vintage  or  the  date 
of  bottling  would  help. 

Reasoning:     Labels  without  such  information  permit  middle 
men  to  keep  non- vintage  wines  too  long.     In  addition,  the  consumer 
needs  some  reliable  guidance  on  how  long  he  can  store  a  wing 
without  fear  of  deterioration,   even  If  it  is  a  non-vintage  one. 

5.  OK  EACH  BOTTLE  WITH  A  CORK,   STATE  IK  BIG  AND  BOLD 
LETTERS  SOMETHING  TO  THE  EFFECT  THAT  THE  BOTTLE  MUST  NOT  BE  STOOD 

UP  BEFORE  TIME  OF  CONSU  1PTI0K . 

Reasoning:     The  consumer  is  receiving  too  much  wine  that 
middle  men  have  damaged  by  standing  the  bottle  up  too  long.  At 
the  retail  level  super  markets  are  the  worst  offenders.     Not  only 
have  I  seen  such  a  bottle  leak  upon  being  turned  on  its  side  but 
also  I  have  known  it  to  be  so  far  deteriorated  as  to  be  vinegary. 
A  label  might  at  least  help  deter  retailers  from  this  practice. 
G.     SET  A  DEADLINE  FOR  THE  AMERICAN// IKE  INDUSTRY  TO  STOP 
USING  NAifiSS  OF  FOREIGN  ./IKES  FUR  THEIR  OV.'N. 

Reasoning:     For  example,  though  California  "Chablis"   is  good, 
it  is  neither  genuine  French  Chablis  nor  a  v/ine  that  tastes  like 
it. 

Respectfully  yours, 


Thurman  1.1 .  Brandon 


10b  mii>l  Yb  Jin 


PKS  REX  D  DAVIS  DIRECTOR  BATF  ,FONE  243-9692 


01256    SYRACUSE  NY  465  09-28  200P  EDT 


ALCKOL  TOBACCO  TAX  FIREARMS  & 
TREASURY  DEPT  .  '  i  ^ 

VASH  DC  P 
PLEASE  ENTER  THE  FOLLOWING  VINE  LABEL  PROPOSAL  RE: ■ NOTICE  304- 
ATTENDED  EATF  27. 2E  SEPT.  1977 

A  VINE  LABEL  IS  LIKE  A  PERSON'S  FACE.  LIKE  LOOKING  INTO  ANOTERH'S  EY 
ES«  •  » 

THE  RESULT  OF  KAN Y  YEARS  OF  LIFE'S  INPUT...  OF  NATRUAL  FORCES  UPON 
HIS  CO'NTENANCE. .  .ADDITIONS  AND  SUBTRACTIONS  OF  THE  REAL  WORLD  AND 
FROM  FANATASY" • 


PICK- UP- PURCHASE  IMPULSES. 

A  FACE...  A  LABEL...  SHOWS  AN  INNER  CONFLICT  BETWEEN  GOOD  AND 
EVIL  WITH  OR  WITHOUT  A  MIRROR  IMAGE. 

THE  DEISRE  OF  MAN  AND  WOMAN  IS  TO  STRIVE  FOR  SELF  -IMPROVEMENT... 
TO  STRUGGLE  TCVARD  SELF-WCRTH. 

THE  PRODUCT  OF*  CUR  EFFORTS  SHOWS     IN  THE  LABEL.  A  PRODUCT  IS 
TRULY  AN  EXTENSION  OF  OUR  SOULS...  A  PERSONAL  TRIBUTE  TO  MAN  AND 
VOMAN'S  CREATIVE  BENT...  USED  RESPONSIBLY  OR  IRRESPONSIBLY  3Y 
OTHERS. 


.•-■> 
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A  LABEL  TELLS  A  SENSITIVE  PERSON  A30UT  THE  PRODUCT. 
THE  AVAK ENDED  CONSUMER  EMOTIONALLY  RESPONDS  TO  THE 
CREATIVE    EFFORT  OF  THE  ARTIST  AND  IS  C0NCI10USLY  AWARE  OF  HIS 


FOR  OUR  COURTS    OF  GOVERNMENTS  TO  LEGISLATE  LABELS  IN  REALITY  ^D-^ 

LEGISLATING  CREATIVE  EFFORTS  AND  DECISIONS  MADE  BY  THE  INDIVIDUAL 

OR  GROUPS  OF  'INDIVIDUALS.     THE  QUESTION  IS  NOT  WHAT  LAEELS  SHOULD 

OR  SHOULD  NOT  HAVE  ON  THE  SURFACE,  BUT    HOW  FAR  DO  WE  WANT  OTHERS 

TO  DECIDE  OUR  OWN  CREATI V I ETY  AS  INDIVIDUALS  ..VALID  PROPERTY 

RIGHTS  FOR  LABELS,  HOWEVER  SHOULD  EE  PROTECTED  RESPONSIBILITY. 

TO  LIMIT  MAN'S  CREATIVITY  AND  ARTISITIC  EXPRESSION  AS  A  WAY  OF 

CONTROL  AND  REPRESSION  FOR  THE  SO-CALLED  PUBLIC  GOOD    IS  AS  A  POOR 

A  RESPONSE,  AS  LETTING  INDIVIDUALS  RUN  AMOK   IRRESPONSIBLY...  TO 

THE  DETRIMENT  OF  SOCIETY.. 

IT  IS  A  MATTER  OF  NEOGTIATI ON  IN  REGARD  TO  THE  TIME  OF  LIFE  IN  . 
WHICH  WE  LIVE,  WITH  RESPECT  TO  THE  PAST,  AND  WITH  HOPE  FOR  THE 


FUTURE. 

LABELS  ON  FRESH  GRAPE  VINE  PRODUCTS  REFLECT  THE  WHIMS  OF  NATURE. 
GRAPES  ARE  GROWN  AND  HARVESTED  BY  INDIVIDUALS  AND  ORGAN1SZAT- 
TIONS  EACH  VINTAGE. . .PRODUCED  FROM  LIVING  GRAPES  VINES  AS  THEY 
EXIST  IN  NATURAL    CONDITIONS...  SUBJECT  TO  THE  FORCES  OF  NATURE,  AND 

THE  MATERIAL  ADJUSTMENTS  OF  THE  W1NEMAKER,  AFFECTS  ITS  STRUGGLE  UPON 
THE  PRODUCT  AND  THE  LA3EL. 

THE  INTENT  SHOULD  BE  TOWARD  HONESTY  IN  LABELING     THE  ORIGIN  AND 

IN GR ED I ANTS ...  OPEN  AND  FREE...   NOT  SYSTEM  SEDUCTIVE,   BUT  RESPONSIBLE 

TO  THE  PUBLIC  THAT  ALLOWS  IT  TO  EXIST. 

KOW  THIS  IS  ACCOMPLISHED  IS  SECONDARY  TO  THE  PRIMARY  CONCEPT. 


(ONCE  ONE  HAS  A  RESPOMSBILE  CONCEPT  ALL  OTHER  ELEMENTS  WILL  FIT 
INTO  PLACE.). 

A  PERSON'S  NAME  IS  IMP  OR TUT  TO  A  LARGE  SEGMENf  OF 

INDUSTRY.  GENERATIONS  OF  DEDICATED  GRAPE  GROWERS  AND  VINTERS 

HAVE  LEFT  AN  INDELIELE  IMPRESSION  ON  THE  VINEYARDS  OF  OUR  KINDS; 

PEOPLE  WANT  TO  BE  IDENTIFIED  WITH     THE  PRODUCTS'  OF  THEIR  SOULS, 
MINDS,  AND  BODIES.     AS  AN  ARTIST  ,   I  SIGN  ALL  MY  WORKS  CF  ART 
WHETHER  THE  PRODUCT  IS  WINE,  POETRY,  MUSIC,   DRAWINGS,  PAINTINGS, 
INVENTIONS,  BOOKS,  CARVINGS,   SCULPUTRE,   WRITINGS,  ETC.. 

VHEN  I  PAS  ON,  LIKE  ALL  OF  US  WILL,  EECAUSE  OF  OUR  VULNERABILITY 
TO  THE  RAVAGES  OF  NATURE  AND  TIME.   MY  PERSCNAL  NAME  AND  SIGNA- 


TURE ON  MY  PRODUCTS  MUST  AND  WILL  CEASE  FOREVER.  I  DO  NOT  WANT  ANY-  . 
ONE  TO  CONTINUE  USING  MY  NAME  AFTERI  AM  NOT  OF  THIS  WORLD...  NO  GROUP 
OR  INDIVIDUAL  SHOULD  CAPITALIZE  ON  MY  LIFE  'S  EFFORT,  NO  MATTER  IT'S 
VALIDITY,   ,  VHEN  I  NO  LONGER  EXERCISE  CONTROL  OVER  MY  PRODUCT  OR 


LOOK  AT  VINE  LAEELING  WITH  COMPASSION  AND  PRACTICALLY  FOR  ALL 
SIDES...  FOR  THE  PRODUCER  AND  VI NEYARDIST,   THE  CONSUMER...  AND 
OUR  GOVERNMENT. 

NAMES  AND  INFORMATION  ON  LABELS  ARE  VALUABLE  IN  REGARD  TO  HONESTY 
CF  ORIGINS  AND  HISTORICAL  PERSPECTIVE.     WE  KNOW  THIS  EMOTIONAL 
AND  IMPULSE- OR  I  EN TED  BUSINESS  IS  SUBJECT  TO  THE  WHIMS  OF  NATURE. 


NAME. 


OUR  GU1DLINES  KUST  BE    AS  WELL- ORGANIZATION  AS*  AN      AN  ARTJST 
APPROACHING  HIS  SU3JECT.  OTHERWISE  THE  ONLY  VALUE  OF  THE  LABEL 
VILL  BE  THE  INTRINSIC  VCRTH  OF.  THE  PAPER  IT  IS    PRINTED  ON.- 

CONCLUSION.   .  . 

PRINT  ANYTHING  ON  THE  LABEL  AS  LONG  AS  IT  IS  TRUE  AND  RESPONSEIL 

GOD  HELP  THOSE  THAT  LIE  AND  PRACTICE  DECEPTION... 

OUR  INDUSTRY,  THE  CONSUMER,  A  FREE  PRESS  AND  CUR  GOVERNMENT  HAVE 

THE  POTENTIAL  TO  BECOME  THE  BEST  ENFORCERS 

OF  LAW  AND  RESPECTCS  OF  JUSTICE,     BALANCED  BY  WISDOM. 

WALTER  S  TAYLOR 
BULLY  HILL  VINEYARDS 


HAMMONDS? ORT  NY  14840 
607-S68-3S10  WINERY 
KNNN 
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September  27,  1977 


Mr.  Rex  D.  Davis 
director 

Bureau  of  Alcohol  r«i 
1200  Pennsyl^' Jf—  &  Fireamg 
Washington,  D.  c.  20226 

Subject:     Response  t„  v 

Ponse  to  Notice  fi  304 

Dear  Davis: 

I  am  sorry  not  to  h 

■    I  believePiacan°feflCial  s^ement  of  ^slS  °PPO"-ity 
bating  that  ?  K  fPreSS  the  «ense  of  S       /  Ho^ver, 
^sence  with    e  ^  m°St  "-™berf Wo^members  ^ 
excerptel  in  w         ^  letter  t  TyZ ^l?8*66  in 
herewith     I/f^  &  Vines>  *  copy  ^5**  Was 
many  years,  I  ^Jf""**  of  wine  app^l"  enCl°Sed 

requirements  aie  conf  that  the  * °r 

*>  determine  s  eci        n"2  t0  most  Pe°plTwhn  lng 
carryino  th(a  f^Ia  cally  what  is  ±„  X  at tempt 

bottled  to  miZe1'    "Sing  ^  s  da    S":  b°ttle 

bottled"  X    S°fflethin§  different  tS    5    6  3nd 
confusing!'    "  ridlCui°-  and  it^^^ 

'  aXm°st  purposely 

Prohibitirp    n^-,-,--  -. 

term  like  Kstll^y    "ly  sma11  "inerie,  f 

•*  the  Urg.  i3SS.—"  "iM  *«  t;  ln 


B°X      £aS1  B™nsvvick,  N.j.  0881S 
Tel.  (201)  249-1400 
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In  my  opinion,  the  problem  of  percentages  of  varietal 
grapes  in  the  bottle  has  been  completely  distorted  by 
the  proposals  and  will  be  no  better  than  the  present 
confusing  regulations.     What  the  consumer  wants  to 
know,  is  what's  in  the  bottle.     He  doesn't  need  to 
know  down  to  the  last  tenth  of  one  percent,  but  it 
would  be  nice  to  know  for  instance,  that  about  60%  of 
the  contents  were  Cabernet  Sauvignon  and  about  30% 
Merlot  ttfith  the  balance  being  non-specified  filler 
wines.  This  would  allow  me  to  make  a  sensible  decision 
when  choosing  between  a  bottle  which  contained  that 
information,  as  opposed  to  another  which  (say)  contained 
the  information  that  the  bottle  contained  approximately 
60%  Cabernet  Sauvignon  and  30%  Zinfandel  with  the 
balance  filler.  The  argument  that  percentages  cannot 
be  specified  because  of  terrible  control  problems,  is 
simply  not  so  if  the  regulations  allow  a  reasonable 
tolerancp-      As  a  former  and  fairly  experienced 
instrumentation  engineer,  I  can  assure  you  that  a 
tolerance  of  +  5%  of  the  total  contents  of  the  bottle 
on  any  specified  amount  would  be  entirely  within  the. 
abilities  of  the  most  inept  bottle  filler. 

.Recognizing  that  not  everyone  is  all  that  interested 
in  the  exact  percentage  of  the  contents  of  the  bottle, 
I  would  see  no  objection  to  having  this  information 
contained  on  either  the  front,  or  back  label  if  one 
were  used,  in  small  print  as  long  as  it  were  readable. 

One  thing  that  stands  out  very  clearly  about  the 
regulations,  is  that  the  BATF  seems  incredibly  unfamiliar 
with  the  requirements  of  wine  consumers  and  producers, 
considering  its  central  position  in  the  whole  industry. 
Since  I  despair  to  think  that  any  federal  bureaucracy 
will  produce  more  qualified  or  helpful  inspectors  in 
the  future  than  have  been  in  evidence  in  the  past,  I 
think  the  best  thing  that  could  happen  is  for  the 
regulations  to  be  simplified  as  much  as  possible,  and 
for  special  consideration  to  be  given  to  the  problems  of  the 
small  wine  makers  who  are  basically  the  only  people  in  the 
industry  making  significant  quality  contributions  or  doing 
any  sort  of  innovative  winemaking.     The  BATF  should  be 
doing  its  best  to  assist  this  group  of  people  rather  than 
to  make  their  life  more  difficult  with  more  restrictive 
regulations. 

Very  truly  yours, 


Robert  J.  Levine 
President 


RJL/inc 


merican   Farm.   Bureau  Federation 


WASHINGTON  OFFK 
4  2  5  13tii  STREET.  N. 
WASHINGTON.  D.  C.  200 
AREA  CODE  202  -  63Q-6: 


September  28,  1977 


CABLi:  ADDRESS:  AMFARMB 


Mr.  Rex  Davis,  Director 
Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  &.  Firearms 
Department  of  the  Treasury 
Washington,  D.   C.  20226 

Dear  Mr.  Davis: 

The  American  Farm  Bureau  Federation  is  in  support  of  the  position  of 
the  California  Farm  Bureau  Federation  as  contained  in  their  statement 
to  be  presented  on  November  2,  1977    in  San  Francisco,  California,  with 
regard  to  "Notice  #304  amended  on  Labeling  and  Advertising  of  Wine, 
Appelation  of  Origin,  Grape  Type  Designations..." 

We  would  appreciate  your  making  this  letter  and  attached  statement  a 
part  of  the  hearing  .record  on  this  issue. 


Sincerely, 


John  C.  Datt 
Director,  Washington  Office 


Attachment 


cc:     Allan  Grant,  President,  AFBF 

Frederick  J.  Heringer,  President,  California  FB 
Rennick  J.  Harris,  Chairman,  Grape  Advisory  Committee, 
California  FB 


*  \ 

Before  the  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms  concerning  Notice  #304  amended 
on  Labeling  and  Advertising  of  Wine,  Appellation  of  Origin,  Grape  Type  Designatio 
etc. 


PROPOSED  RULES: 


The  Following  Statement  Is  Submitted 
By 

The  California  Farm  Bureau  Federation 


Frederick  J.  Heringer 
President 


November  2,  1977 
San  Francisco,  California 


Presented  by:  Address: 

Rennick  Harris  2855  Telegraph  Avenue 

Berkeley,  California  94705 
(415)  644-7151 


My  name  is    Rennick  Harris.     I  an  a  member  of  the  California  Farm  Bureau 
Federation  Grape  Advisory  Committee,  and  will  make  a  statement 
on  behalf  of  California  Farm  Bureau  Federation  today.     The  California  Farm 
Bureau  Federation  is  the  state's  largest  general  farm  organization,  representing 
nearly  80,000  member  families  in  54  counties. 

We  would  like  to  take  this  opportunity  to  congratulate  and  thank  the  Bureau  of 
Alcohol,  Tobacco  and  Firearms  for  this  sensitive  response  to  California  wine 
grape  growers.     We  applaud  the  Bureau's  efforts  after  two  years  of  deliberations 
and  we  look  forward  to  the  implementation  of  regulations. 

The  following  position  was  developed  from  a  recommendation  on  April  19,  1977,  by 
the  California  Farm  Bureau  Federation  Grape  Advisory  Committee.     The  committee 
representation  includes  27  Farm  Bureau  grape  growing  counties  in  California. 
Subsequently,  an  action  of  the  California  Farm  Bureau  Federation  Board  of  Direc- 
tors on  Hay  12,  1977,  was  taken  that  establishes  our  position. 

The  Directors  represent  all  52  County  Farm  Bureaus  within  the  California  Farm 
Bureau  Federation. 

"ATF  seal"  wine,  page  3. 

BATF  has  dropped  the  proposal  on  an  ATF  seal. 

We  support  the  action  because  the  ATF  seal  tends  to  secure  a  quality  guarantee, 
which  is  impossible  to  do.     It  would  imply  government  approval  of  the  quality  of 


the  wine  in  the  bottle  and  mislead  the  consumer.  It  is  impossible  to  set  a 
quality  standard  on  wine. 


Estate  bottling,  page  4. 


BATF  proposes  to  ban  the  use  of  the  term  "Estate  bottled." 


We  approve  of  the  former  proposal  on  the  use  of  the  term  "Estate  bottled,"  as 
described  in  Notice  #304  issued  in  the  Federal  Register,  Friday,  November  2, 
1976,  except  for  the  first  two  words  of  $4.29,  which  should  be  deleted  so  it  re 
as  follows: 


§4.29    Estate  bottled. 

(a)  "A?F-9eal-  [V7]ine  may  be  labeled  "Estate  bottled"  if  it  is 
produced  by  the  bottling  winery  entirely  from  grapes  grown  within  a 
single  approved  viticultural  area  or  vineyard,  on  property  owned 

or  controlled  by  the  bottling  winery.     In  addition,   the  bottling 
winery  must  be  located  within  the  State  in  which  that  viticultural 
area  or  vineyard  is  located. 

(b)  In  the  case  of  a  cooperative  winery,   the  term  "owned  or  con- 
trolled by  the  bottling  winery"  shall  include  property  owned  or 
controlled  by  members  of  the  cooperative. 

(c)  For  purposes  of  this  section,  "controlled  by"  refers  to  pro- 
perty on  which  the  bottling  winery  has  the  -legal  right  to  perform 
all  of  the  acts  common  to  viticulture. 


Varietal  labeling,  page  4,  Notice  #304  amended. 


VJe  agree  with  the  BATF  regulations  regarding  varietal  labeling,  that  all  wines 
in  an  appellation  area  are  to  derive  75%  of  their  volume  from  the  labeled 


variety  of  grape. 
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We  agree  with  the  BATF  requirements  on  the  wine  in  viticultural  areas  in  that  it 
is  to  derive  85%  of  its  volume  from  the  named  variety  except  Cabernet  Sauvignon, 
which  should  be  75%.     Because  the  Cabernet  Sauvignon  variety  produces  a  heavy 
tannic  and  rough  wine,   the  winemaker  needs  the  freedom  to  be  able  to  blend  the 
wine  so  it  will  be  more  palatable.     The  exception  for  Cabernet  Sauvignon  would 
be  advantageous  to  both  the  consumer  and  producer. 


Appellation  of  Origin,  page  5,  Notice  #304  amended . 


We  are  in  support  of  the  proposed  definition  for  appellation  of  origin  as  descril 
in  the  Federal  Register,  Notice  #304  of  Friday,  November  12,   1976,  which  is  as 
f ollows : 


§4.25      Appellations  of  origin. 

(a)  (1)     Domestically,  an  appellation  of  origin  refers  to  the  United 
States,  a  State,  or. county.     In  the  latter  case,   the  word  "county" 
must  appear  in  conjunction  with  the  name  of  the  county. 

(2)     For  imported  wine,  an  appellation  of  origin  refers  to  a  country, 
a  Staue,  province,  territory,  or  similar  political  sub-division  of 
a  country,  or  a  place  or  region  legally  defined  and  authorized  by 
the  country  of  origin  for  use  on  labels  to  designate  the  wine's 
origin. 

(b)  A  domestic  wine  shall  be  entitled  to  an  appellation  of  origin: 
(.1)  At- least  75  percent  of  its  volume  is  derived  from  fruit  or 
agricultural  products  grown  in  the  appellation  area  indicated; 

(2)  it  has  been  fully  manufactured  or  finished  in  the  United 
States,  if  labeled  "American,"  or  within  the  labeled  State,  or 
the  State  in  which  the  labeled  country  is  located  (except  for 
cellar  treatment  under  the  provisions  of  54.22(c),  and  blending 
of  wines  of  the  same  class,  type,  or  other  designation  which 
is  used  as  the  designation  of  the  blend);  and  (3)  it  conforms 
to  the  requirements  of  the  State  and  county  laws  and  regulations 


governing  the  composition,  method  of  manufacture,  and  designation 
of  wines  made  in  such  county  or  State,  as  appropriate, 
(c)    A  foreign  wine  shall  be  entitled  to  an  appellation  of  origin 
if:   (1)  at  least  75  percent  of  its  volume  is  derived  from  fruit 
or  agricultural  products  grown  in  the  place  or  region  indicated 
by  such  appellation;  and  (2)  it  conforms  to  the  laws  and  regula- 
tions of  the  country  or  origin  and,  where  applicable,   the  laws 
and  regulations  of  the  labeled  place  or  area  within  that  country. 
Such  wine  must  be  available  for  sale  and  consumption  within  the 
country  of  origin. 


Date  of  fill,  page  8.  Notice  #304  amended. 


We  support  the  restraint  of  the  BATF  from  reintroducing  any  date  of  fill  require- 
ments because  it  could  be  misleading  to  the  consumer  and  mechanically  cumbersome 
to  the  vintner. 


Vintage  wine,  page  8,  Notice  #304  amended. 


We  agree  with  the  proposed  BATF  regulation  that  all  vintage  and  non-vintage 
wines  should  have  95%  content  by  weight  for  both  viticultural  and  other  appel- 
lation areas.     The  consumer  would  be  guaranteed  that  the  contents  are  chiefly 
from  the  specified  vintage. 


Transition  period,  page  8,  Notice  #304  amended. 


We  are  pleased  to  see  that  the  BATF  agree  with  growers  and  consumers  favoring  a 
three  year  transition  period.     We  agree  that  it  will  provide  ample  time  to  meet 


the  new  requirements  and  we  look  forward  to  January  1,  1981,  as  the  mandatory 
compliance  date. 

Varietal  (grape  type)  labeling,  page  10,  Notice  #304  amended. 

We  wish  to  express  our  concern  to  the  Bureau  that  the  credibility  of  new  label 
and  wine  content  regulations  be  established  and  maintained. 

The  intent  of  Subsection  4.23b  of  the  amended  proposal  should  be  considered  by 
the  Bureau.     This  section  proposes  that  the  minimum  percentage  of  the  variety 
actually  used  to  make  the  wine  be  stated  on  the  label  in  direct  conjunction  with 
and  as  conspicuously  as  the  varietal  name. 

The  proposal  will  unnecessarily  cluster  the  label  and  thereby  detract  from  the 
image  earned  from  the  increased  varietal  content  regulations.     The  purpose  in 
increasing  varietal  contents,  in  our  opinion,  is  to  establish  credibility  with 
the  consuner.  .  ■ 

The  listing  of  the  minimum  percentage  is  useful  information  to  the  consumer,  and 
should  be  listed  on  the  back  label. 


6* 


BOX  624   CLIFTON.  COLORADO  B1520 


September  28,  1977 

Director,  Bureau  of  Alcohol,  Tobacco,  and  Firearms 
Washington,  B.C.  20226 

Gentlenent  ..  ./  .  ..         .  .  . 

Our  consents  on  the  proposed  wine  lab3ling  regulations  are  directed  to  two 
categoriesi    appellations  of  origin  and  brand  nar.es.  ..  ■ 

Vitlcultural  areas  should  be  allowed -to  span  state  lines.    In  our  instance 
Western  Colorado  and  Eastorn  Utah  are  characterised  by  similar  clitratic  and 
edaphic  regimes.    We  would  prefer  to  see  the  concept  of  yir-"ards  as  a 
"controlled  appellation*  entity  dropped.    Even  California — except  for  rare 
instances — does  not  merit  such  an  Introduction.    The  volume  v».onstituting 
the  list  of  vineyard 3  would  be  staggering,  as  would  be  the  cost  to  the  tax- 
payer.   Eany  regions  of  the  United  States  are  rising  as  vltlc.lttrral  areas 
in  their  own  right*    Host  of  those  vineries  have  been,  and  undoubtedly  will 
ha,  sc&ll-sised.    They  will  desire  Vir^yard  status.    Thi3  trend  would  force 
frequent  revision  of  the  list. 

In  conjunction  with  this  position,  we  would  argue  for  the  continuance  of. 
the  word  "virayard"  in  a  brand  r  u       Aside  from  reason  of  ©tor  proprietary 
interest,  there  are  other  grounds.    We  wholeheartedly  agree  with  Loon  Adams 
when  he  cites  the  educational  basis,  I.e.  wine  is  a  product  of  the  soil, 
and  is  truly  an  article  of  food.    Even  though  "Unconpah^ro"  i3  of  geographic 
significance,  wo  are  willing  to  forego  its  label  use  if  in  conflict  with 
the  Bureau's  overall  schene. 

Uncorapahgre  Vineyards,  Inc.  is  currently  growing  wine  grapes.    It  plans  to 
produce  wine  commercially  by  1979. 


Yours  very  truly, 


Gregory  J.  Loeffler 
vice-president 


&\8 


September  29,  1977 


Mr.  Rex  D.  Davis 
Director 
Bureau  of  ATF 
Washington,  DC  20226 


RE:    BATF  Notice  304,  Amended, 
page  12,  para.  2. 


Dear  Mr.  Davis: 

In  light  of  the  coming  hearings  on  the  new  BATF  labeling  proposals, 
we  wish  to  reaffirm  our  full  support  of  the  counter-proposal 
prepared  by  the  Wine  Institute. 

On  the  issue  of  Appellations  of  Origin,  we  are  very  concerned  about 
the  possibility  of  the  Bureau  reversing  its  position  on  regional 
appellations,  as  it  might  affect  the  NORTH  COAST  appellation,  now 
defined  as  consisting  of  Napa,  Sonoma  and  Mendocino  counties. 

Souverain  Cellars  is  owned  by  a  Limited  Partnership  of  growers, 
members  of  the-  California  North  Coast  Grape  Growers  Association, 
and  our  entire  operation  is  oriented  to  the  NORTH  COAST  appellation. 

The  North  Coast  viticulture!  area  has  consistently  produced  fine 
varietal  wines,  and  over  the  years,  has  been  accepted  by  the  public 
as  an  assurance  of  quality.    The  three  counties,  being  contiguous, 
have  many  similarities  in  microclimates,  with  subtle  differences 
within  smaller  areas.    The  judicious  blending  of  the  grapes  from 
these  counties  has  enabled  our  Winemaker  to  produce  outstanding 
North  Coast  premium  table  wines. 

In  order  to  continue  our  operation,  we  urgently  need  your  support 
to  help  retain  the  NORTH  COAST  as  an  appellation  of  origin. 

Thank  you  for  your  consideration. 


LeRoy  Chandler 
General  Manager 


/jm 

cc:    Wine  Institute,  CNCGA,  Santa  Rosa  BATF  Office 


POSI  OiTIC.L  BOX  528 


CAtlfORNIA  OjMI     (707)  433- 


707.-533-6293 
«— • t3TrTO7.433-037  1 


Jlexande*  °Mlc>j  Vimyads 


VARIETAL  WINES 


HANK  WETZEL 

WINEMAKER 


6644  HIGHWAY  128 
HEALDSBURG.  CA.  95448 


70 7-4 33- o 29 3 

■,pol:o  n  ber  30 .  1 9  7  7 

director 

Bureau  of  alcohol.  Tobacco  and  Firearms 
Washington.  D.  £•  201'?j  A 

[..ear  Sir; 

I  nave  recently  read  yout  notice  ho.  304  tended  land  nave  tne  following 

CO    fGHtS.  -,\ 

( 1 )    w  se  :1"   WlilC?  s 

I  nlono  with  most  every  cue  else  itf'.tno  industry  a»  in  favor  of  doping 
•lis  proposal,     j.  a"  •  ,x.-»w  w  ^«_<_  »•*'-«** 

(  >  )  ^OttlliiS 

i  use  the  tor.  -  "2:tate  Bottled"  lor  all  x>£  our  vines.     I  a'.;rce  witn 

tlJG  term  is  u.w  4»  oi  toix  on  vinea  produced  in  tnia  country, 
however  there  has  never  been  and  there  is  not  now  a  legal  cetinitxou 
of  che  ter  u  1  woulc  favor  a  new  term  proposeu  by  the  me  institute. 
•  tf,.,te  -  rown  ane  bottle*  by"  if  "Rotate  ^ottleo-  is  bannec.  ii.ls  ncv 
v^ui,  ™  in  Place,  of- oroc ucec  ana  bottlec  cy  at  the  Lotto,  oi 
tne  lacel.  anc:  woulc  retire  that  Sj*  of  tne  wine  to  iro,.  grapes  g*ow» 
in  a  winery  ovJiecs  vineyard  or  vineyarcs  in  tne  sa-ue  vxticultuxal  areu. 
and  that  the  wine  be  crushed,  fermented,  finisued.  atjeu.  ana 
bottled  by  t.-0  vinery. 

-  (3)  V;^rietr:l  la  -cliu-; 

I  support  the  proposal  boosting  the  .nni'u^  varietal  content  froui 
51  .  to  however  J  do  not  favor  percentaoe  labeling  tor  wines 

containing  less  than  10;.:.  of  tne  variety  nausea.  Ml  oi  my  varxetal  wi 
are  100*  of  tne  variety  na.aou  witn  the  exception  of  caoernet  *auv*:juon 
whion  contains  sane  hcrlot  (usually  iron  10*  to  *0~)..     I  use  the 

ciiot  to  enhance  tne  quality  of  tne  Cabernet  as  co  ,»any  other  winery 
«i*TF«a  oroposal.  requirinq  percentages  on  tne  label,  woulc  imply  tnat 
100*  Cabernet  Sauvicnon  is  better  taan  iiSVi  Cabernet  jauvignon  ana 
lb%  Her lot,  wnen  in  fact  the  Opposite  is  most  often  true. 


1976 


ALEXANDER  VALLEY 


PRODUCED  AND  BOTTLED  BY  A.  V.  V.  WINERY  CO. 
ALEXANDER  VALLEY,  HEALDSBURG.  CALIFORNIA 
ALCOHOL  12.5*  BY  VOLUME 


(  4 )    'noela  <tions  of  orioin 


This  proposal  is  long  overdue  and  would  approach  yaat  tue  Frenca  arid 
Gar :KUiS  l.ave  done  in  tafcir  industry.     I  ain  in  favor  of  BATF's  proposal 
including  the  use  of  "controlled  appellations*.     I  an  against  showing 
the  location  of  the  vineyard  on  trie  label  for  " vineyard  appellations" • 
This  would  increase  label  clutter*  as  would  percentage  l&beling,  and 
lor  ua  require  a  costly  redesigning  of  the  label  one  or  reconstruction 
of  our  labelinq  facility.     1  agree  that  multi-county  appellations  saoulci 
l^ot  be  permitted.  ,*  _  v 

(5)  ;.-v>e  and  address 
I  am  In  favor  of  the  proposed  changes 


X.  


( o I  Pro hiblted  foreign  bergs 


I  ara  in  aggreenent  with 


A, 


V 


(7)  Brand  names 


I  woulc  like  to  see  included  along  with  "brand",  "TM" ,  ana  "R"  tne  use 
of  the  actual  word  "trade-narB"  (please  see  Enclosed  label). 

I  am  in  favor  of  all  other  proposals  except  one.     on  page  19  (4»39  b) 

.. tace  <c--.il  of  ;  statements  such  as  "This  wine  was  aged  in  oO  gallon 

Frencn  oak  barrels  for  j  months"  should  be  allowec  as  long  as  tnoy 
ere  accurate  and  cm  be  substantiated.  This  only  serves  to  better 
inform  the  consuming-  public. 

I  praise  the  bureau's  intentions.     Tne  proposed  rules  vtiiea  become 
law  can  only  increase  wine  quality  and  appreciation. 


Taank  you. 


Harry  \v.  Wetzel i  III 
winewaker,  manager 


